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*A Barre againſt Free 
Admiſhon to the- 


LorDs SuPPER. 
In Anſwer 


Toan humble Vindication of free 


Admiſhon tothe Loxyds Sure nR 
Publiſhed by Mr. Hamphrey Miniſter 
ef Froome in Somerſ(etſhire, 


Which humble Vindication, thoughir 
profeſs much of piety and conſcience, yet 


upon due triall and examination, 


is found worthy of Suſpenſion, if 
not of a greater Cenſure.- 


Roger Drake Miniſter of Peters Cheap 
London. 
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PREFACE 
To the 


READER. 


S26ET - one of the Devil's prime 
a Engines to pervert Divine 
Orainances quate contrary to 

their f pr: inſtitution : ſo 


" he did in Paradiſe, (o he did 


71 the Jewiſh Church, and {o he hath doxe 
a long time, and ftill dothin the Chriſtian 
Church. No Wonder then if he turn the 
choiceſt myſtery of peace into a Sacrament 
of War, a feaſt 0 4, love into a bone of conten- 


£100. This he did by diſorder in the primitive 
Church, 1 Cor. 11. by Tranſ#bſtantiation 
in the Apoſtacy of the Church , by Cons 
[nbitantiation in the Reſtitution of the * 
Church ; and now 7 ſpirit of oppoſption 
againſt Sacramental trial in the Reformas 
tion of the Church. 
In the managing of this #nhappy Contro» 
A 2 verfie, 


The Pxz races 


verſfie, Mr.Humphrey hath appeared three 
times 93 the field in his threefold Edition, 

pleading free admiſſion to the Lords Supper 

for all but three ſorts,againFft Whom himſelf 
u pleaſed to ſhut the Chancell door, though 

the Worft of thoſe three kindes u better many 

times then ſunary of thoſe for Whom he opens 
the door. Should We take the boldneſs to 45k. 
him, by What authority he excludes any from 
the Sacrament ( it being in his profeſt juage- 
ment a converting Ordinance) or by What 
rule of Scripture and charity he Walks, in 
exclading the Worſt from the means of con- 
verſion, Who need it more then the beſſ, it 
Womwld puzzle him more{ and that upon good 
ground) then that captiou Ynuere of the 

. Phariſees did our Saviour, Matth. 2123. 
Bat Whether the Lords Supper be a convert- 
ing Ordinance or not, Mr.H. muſt needs be 
at a great loſs, for if it convert not, then 
Why ſhould they recerve it Who are viſibly 
 untonverted ? If it do convert ( as Well as 
the Word preached) then Why ſbould any 
at all be excluaed from it ? * 

When this Anſwer Was a!moſt ready for 
the Preſs, ont comes his third Edition, ſome- 
what auCtior, but 1 dare not ſay corredtior, 
Thi put me upor a review, and confirmed 

me #n my opinion, that his Doitrine of free 


admiſſion 


tothe Reader. 


admiſſion 14 but meer Church-levelling, and 
. Will in a ſhort time- make thu glorious 
Church like the field of the Sluggard,Prov. 
24-30,31- When I ſeriouſly Weigh his looſe 
Principles held forth to the World in this 
Treatiſe, With bu being ſo exceſſively fa- 
vourable to the looſer and profaner ſort, 5t 
makes both my ſelf and others apt to ſuſpett, 
his prattiſes may poſſibly be as looſe as his 
principles, Looſe principles and prattiſes, 
like Efau and Jacob, Pharez and Zarab, 
taking each other by the heel, and ſtriving 
who ſhall came ont firſh. Twins they are,and 

its hard to ſay Which t the Elder brother, 
My ſcope in this Anſwer 1s (if God ſhall 
adde hu bleſſing) 1. Toconvince Mr, H. 
and others ſeduced by him, how contrary 
his Doftrine is to Scripture, reaſon, and 
hu own profe#t principles. 2. To prevent 
the further ſpreading of this leaven, which 
will ſowre the Whole Inmp, and make Refor- 
mation ( ſo much longed for, hoped for, and 
laboured for by the goal J ) to be utterly de- 
ſperate. Withall I muſt tell him, that this 
fancy of his (quite contrary tothe judge- 
ment and prattice of the reformed Churches, 
of the Church of England even i» the daies 
* of the Prelates, to the expreſs letter of the 
Book, of Common Prayer, to the declared 
A3 judgement 


The Pxnracy 
judgement of the reverend Aﬀembly, andto 
the Votes of Parliament unrepealed) hath 
cont TRIe the hearts of the godly, 
rejoyced and gladded the hearts of the wick- 
id, and hath done more miſchief already, 
then tes Mr.Humphreys are ever like to 
do goed. The Lerd give him a ſight of his 
erronr, and grace to burn thu hay and ftub- 
ble, before the day of the Lord come totry it, 
and himſelf for it, 1 Cor. 3.13. 

One ſcruple yet untouched, Which may 
haply ſtumble the Reader, I muſt not paſſe. 
What if a perſon by the previous exhortati- 
0n,( Wherein the death of Chriſt © both audi- 
bly and viſibly ſet forth)be really converted, 
4) he not thin attually partake of the Ele- 
ments, and be admitted to receive by and 
With the Church? Anſw.1. A perſon pd pd 
converſion ſees himſelf ſo laathſome a 
Worthy, that he ſhall not need a bridle from, 
but rather a ſpur to the Sacrament. 24 [ts not 
enough for a perſon to be really clean, but he 
muſt alſo be judicially clean before he be ad- 
mitted to communion, Levit.14.1,31. when- 
ever Chriſt cleanſed any he ftill ſent them to 
the Prieſt to pronounce them clean,Levit.17. 
i4. . 3. However 4 man be really, the 
Church muſt proceed by the rule of viſibility, 
 andcannit aamit any till he be viſibly con- 
verred. T his 


WP 


to the Reader. 
T his ts a doftrine cannot Well dewn With 
30norant and prophane perſons ; it Will be a 
umbling bleck to the Jew, and fooliſtneſſe 
to the Greek,; from Whom I can expett uo 
better entertainment then farre my betters 
have been content With before me. 
T ſhall cloſe With thoſe golden though 
rowſing expreſſions of the Provinciall eAſ- 


ſembly, is that excellent Piece of theirs, 


The Vindication of the Presbyteriall Go- 
verament, p#bl;ſbed Nov.2. 1649. pag-74+ 
Which book, had Mr. H. ſeriouſly peruſed, it 
wight (through Gods bleſſing ) have darted 


ſuch a beam of Majeſty into his conſcience, 


as would have quenched this Tgnis fatuus 
of his, before it had miſled ſo many into bogs 
and quagmires. T heir Words are theſe : We 
are not ignorant that the Presbyterian 
Government (eſpecially as applied in order 
10 Sacramentall triall) hath many Adves- 
faries. The obſtinately ignorant hates it, 
becauſe it will not ſafer him ro go blind- 
fold to hell. The profane perſon hates it, 
becauſe it will not ſuffer him to eat and 
drink his own damnation by unworthy 
coming to the Sacrament. The Heretick 
hates it, becauſe after two or three admo- 
nitions it rejeAs him. The Jefvite hates 
it, becauſe it is an invincible gt © 
KEEP 


The Pxz rac x, &c. 
keepout Popery: - The Schiſmatick hates 
it, becauſe the main deſign of -it is to 
make all the Saints to be of one lip, one 
© heart, and one way.' And above all the 
Devil hates it, becauſe if rightly mana« 
, it will in a ſhorttime blow up his 
kingdome,  'Reader, let me but crave the 
favour Myr He his Prefacer doth, that thou 
reade both this Auſper and his Book "wiith 
an impartiall and diſingaged judgement, 
peruſing both with afingle eye, and 7 am 
confident thou Wilt neither be of Mr H. his 
Judgement nor prattice, a ftickler for break- 
ing of Bounds, or removing the Land=mark. 
fet firſt by God-himſelf, 'and afterwards by 
the E Hh of our Iſrael. I liave it to thy 
ſerious peruſal, and both thee and it to Gods 
bleſiing, and remain, 


T hine in the Lord 1G; ”, 


\From my Study in 
Philip Lane, 
Feb. 2, 1653. 2 


Roern Dazax'y. 


Reader, I am aefired to give thee notice, Thar 
there is how publiſhed. an Ahſwer ro Mr Fob 
Cn” Book. entituled R tiox Redeemed, 

| ſomerimes, Fellow :ef Exeter 
Echied, . - with an Atteſtation by the Vice- * 
Chancellor and publike Profeſlot's of Divinity 

-. In Oxford. 


I 


>PA.C&Y O winning a grace is Humi- 
T&2 lity, that the very appea- 
g rance of it will credit an 


Truth ic ſelf aſherd in by 
pride and paſſion, loſes much of its luſtre 
and acceptance. But where Humility 
leads the Van, and SatisfaRion of tender 
Confſciences brings up the Rear; who al- 
moſt dares face ſuch an Army, or ques 
ſtion a Cauſe ſo maintained, as heterodox 
and unſound? No wonder Maſter Hams 
phrtys Free Admiſſion findes ſo free and 
generall acceptance, eſpecially with per- 
ſons already inclinable to his opinion; 
when the Title page is more potent to 
charm, then the whole Book is to con» 
vince the Reader. 

An bumble Vindication of a free Ad>. 

__ » | 


miſſion 


A Barre t0 free Admiſsion 
miſſion nnto the Lords Supper.. Publiſhed 
for the eaſe, ſupport, and ſatufattion of 
tender conſciences, 8c. 

So gracious a Porch cannot but pro- 
miſe a glorious Edjfice, and by bribing 
the affeftions may ſoon corrupt the 
judgement of a weak and unſetled Chri- 
ſtian, If Mr. Hamphrey be the man this 
Title ſpeaks him, I hope he will as freely 
admit me to write as he will admit 0- 
thers to receive; nor'can a free debate 
be queſtioned, where a free admiſſion is 
maintained. And if I may be free, I 
mult ingenuouſly profeſs, I cannot but 
tumble at che very threſhold, eſpecially 
when I compare .it with ſome parts of 
the Building, In the Title 1 ſee a pro 
feſſion of humility, in the Book I reade 
many expreſſions that favour ſtrongly of 
Pride, Further, that a plea for free ad- 
miſſion ſhould eaſe and ſatisfie tender 
conſciences, which both hath been, and 
is the trouble of tender conſciences (un- 
leſs it be very clearly and ſtrongly made 
out) is to me a paradox both in reaſon 
_ and Divinity. Waving thercfore the 
judging of perſons ( for who am I that 
I ſhould judge my* brother) I ſhall pre- 
ſent to the Reader ſome of M. Humphreys 

expreſſions, 


\ 
yt 


_ Expreſſions, and let the world judge 


to the Sacrament. 


whether they ſavour more of pride or of 
humility. | 

When Chriſt offers himſelf, and grace, Pag.011, 
Which are the things ſignified, to poor ſin- 
ners , how can We have the conſcience to 
turn them. aWay from the ſigues and means 
thereof in this Ordinance? 

To wave at preſent the weakneſs of Zafw: 
his Argument (which hath more rheto- Y 
rick then logick) is not this a fad aſper- 
fion of unconſcionableneſs upon thoſe 
honourable, reverend, and pious per- 
ſons, who after ſo long and ſerious de- 
bate, have both voted and executed the 
Ordinance for ſuſpenſion, 8&c, WS 

Is Chrift offered as a free gift in the Pag. 16. 
Word, and muſt We not come Without our 
price and money ts this Ordinance ? Why 
this ts even as they conceive of Judas, who 
being about 10 ſell our Saviour, went ont 
to make his bargain at the Supper. 

What other conſtruction will theſe 
words bear, but thatthe friends of Suf. 
penſion with Sim: Magrs think prace 
1s vendible, and with f=da: are about 
to make a bargain of Chrift at the Sup- 
per? | 

Having urged the inſtance of 72d«s 


B 2 as 


A Barre to free Admiſsion 
25.2 Sround of free admiſſion, he con- 
cludes in theſe words ; And what more 
need be urged, but that men when they are 
willing not to ſee , will let any hand put 
over their eyes be enough to blinde them ? It 
ſeems the Patrons of Suſpenſion ate wil- 
lingly ignorant, 8c. a charge laid by the 
Apoſtle upon profane ſcoffers, 2 Pet. 3. 
3,5- and by Mr. Hawphrey upon pious 
Reformers. 

Again, page 22. he makes the ſelefting 
of people to this Ordinance, a vanity, for- 


' mality, and impoſsibility. An heavy Cen- 


ſure, though weakly made out, as ſhall 
( God willing) appear in the enſuing 
diſcourſe. 

Severall other harſh paſſages I mighc 
inſert, but theſe for:mentioned may ſuf- 
fice to convincethe Reader, that Maſter 
Humphrey in ſuffering both his tongue 
and pen ſo to out-laſh, ſinned himſelf 
very much againſt the law of charity 
and humility. But enough of this un- 
pleaſant ſubjet. Let us proceed to the 
Diſcourſe it ſelf, and weigh his Argu- 
ments in the balance of the Sanuary 
and of ſound reaſon. 

His ſubje& is free admiſſion. Hs 
frond i Matth: 26. 27, compared with 
Mark 
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to the Sacrament, 


Mark 14.23+ from precept and example. All 
the Apeſtles were bid to receive, all of them © 


' did receive, and amongſt the reſt Judas, 


though really and viſibly unworthy. Ergo, 
Becauſe Mr. Humphrey is ſo confident 
upon 7zdas his receiving the Lords Sup- 
per ; namely,. 1. That he did receive it, 
2. That his receiving is a ſolid ground for 
free admifan ; I ſhall therefore firſt 
produce thoſe reaſons which ſeeme 
weighty to me, and have moved ſundry 
godly and learned, both ancient anll mo. 
dern, to be of a contrary opinion ; and 
ſecondly, Shall endeavour to make good, 
thac ſuppoſing 7das did actually receive, 
ir makes nothing for Mr. Humphreys free 
admiſſion. 

And 1. That 7a4das received not the 
Lords Supper, thefe Arguments ſeem 
convincing. 

1, Chriſt knew him to be an hypocrite, 
a reprobate, and a devil, and ſo utterly 
uncapable of any good by the Sacra- 
ment. 

2. Chriſts blood was ſhed for the remif- 
ſion of their fins who received the Lords 
Supper, compare Aar.26.28. and Luke 
22-20. It was not ſhed for the remiſſhon 


of 7adas his (ins; Ergo, Judas did not 
| B3 recelve 
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' receive the Lords Supper. 


«A Barre to free Admiſsion 


3. Chriſt promiſed to drink wine in 
his Fathers Kingdome with thoſe who 
received the Lords Supper; He did not 
promiſe to drink wine with 7z4as in his 
Fathers Kingdome ; Ergo, 7udas did not 
receive the Lords Supper. See Matth. 
26. 29. 

4. Judas went out immediately after 
the Sop, John 13.30. This Sop was given 
him before the Sacrament ; Ergo, he 


was not at the Sacrament, Yea, from 


John 13-1. ſomeare of the minde, that 
2adas did not partake ſo much as of the 
Paſſeover, but onely of the commen 


Supper which immediately forewent the ” 


Paſleover. See Aarozs Rod bloſſoming, 
lib.3. cafy9. 

c, All Chriſts gracious and comfor- 
table expreſſions to his Apoſtles, were 
allayed with exceptions while 7#das was 
preſent, not ſo at and after the Lords 
Sapper ; Ergo, Indas was not then pre- 


ſent. Compare 7ohn 6.70, & 13. ver, 10. 


18.21. with Matth.26-29. Luke 22. ver. 
28,29,30. He thatexcepted 1zdas in the 
former expreſſions, would mach more 


| haveexcepred him inthe latter, had be . 
then been preſent, Theſe and the like 


rrounds 


to the Sacrament, 


Srounds, have moved ſundry both-an- 
cientand modern Writers to beleeve that 
Tndas did not receive the Lords Supper ; 
namely, Clemens, Dionyfins Areopagita, 
Hilarize, Maximum, Pachymeres, Amma= 


nius Alexaudrinus, Tatiants, Innocen- 
tins 3. Theophylatlus, Rupertuns Twitien- 
ſis, & Vittor Antiochenus, Among tfie 
Schoolmen, Sal/meren, T arrianns, Du- 
randus, Barradits, And of Proteſtants, 
 Danems, KleinWwitzims, Piſcator, Bea, 
Tofſanus, Muſcnlus, Z anchins; Gomarns, 
Diodati , Grotins, &c. See Aarons Rod 
bloſſoming, 1.3.c.8, 

Mr. H. his foundation from: Mark 
14:23. (which as his Text is the ground, 
though miſ-interpreted and miſ-applyed, 
of that his unhappy Diſcourſe ) will 
and him in little tead. The Text faies, 


3 They all drank of it, Thence Mr. Hum- 


phrey concludes, ergo, Indas received 
the Sacrament. 


1. Underſtand it of all that were pre- An(w. 


ſent, but its eaſier ſaid then proved, that 
Indas was preſentat the Lords Supper. 

2, All, inScripture, is ſometimes put 
for the moſt part, eſpecially in order to 
the number of the Apoſtles, 1 Cor.15.7. 
yea ver. 5. of the ſame Chapter, #VWelve 
B 4 5 
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is put for eleves by roundneſs of num- 
ber. Its then a meer no» ſequitur tO at- 
gue from all che Apoſtles drinking to /x- 
das his drinking , or from the Twelyes 
drinking to [das his drinking, ſince 1. A/l 
may very well be '\underſtood of all 
preſent, 2. Becauſe al in Scripture-phraſe 
is put to (ignifie the moſt part, and eWelve 
in Scripture-expreſſion is put for eleves. 

But doth nor our bleſled Saviour im- 
mediately after the delivery of the Bread 
and Wine ſay, Bt behold the hand of him 
that betrayeth me i With me on the T able, 
Luke 22, ver.21.and if ſo, was not [das 
then preſent atthe Lords Supper ; and if 
all preſent received, muſt not 1«das 
needs receive alſo ? 

1.. I might ſay, the conſequence is 
weak, to argue from preſence to recet- 
ving. Butthat I ſhall not urge now, .be- 
cauſe of my former conceſfion. 

2, "Its evident, that Luke writes per v5:- 
ecoyiev, notſo much obſerving the order 
of time, asthe ſubſtance of the matter ; 
which as its frequent in Scripture, ſo 
particularly the Harmony of the Evan- 
geliſts evinceth it in this ſubje ; we ha- 
ving two Evangeliſts for one, to prove 
that thoſe words ( Behold, the hand of him 


that 


{1 


Sacrament judicially ro whom "they 


tothe Saryament. 

that betrayeth me, &c.) were ſpoken be- 
fore, 'not after the Inſtiturion of the 
Lords Supper, and one of theſe Evange- 
liſts was preſent and received the Lords 
Supper, ſo was not Zxke, who ſtood not 
ſo much upon the order, as upon the 
eruth of the Narrative in this buſineſs of 
the Supper. See Marth. 26.ver.21,24,26 
Hark 14. ver.18,21,22. It follows not 
then, that becauſe 7«d.u was at the Ta- 
ble, ſhated in the common Supper, yea 
haply inthe Paſſover, that therefore he 
received the Lords Supper, or was pre- 
ſent atlit, | 

But ſappoſe he was preſent & receiyed, 

1. The Apoſtles ſcarce ſaſpeRed him, 
though diſcovered, Job» 13.28,29. 

2. 7adas had nor yet aually betrayed 
Chrilt, his treaſon as well as Peters de- 
niall was yet future ; and its abſurd to 
puniſh any for a future fin. . 

3. Chriſt acting here as a Miniſter, it, 
was not fit he ſhould be both Judge and 
Witneſs, and it might have been an ill 
preſident for Miniſters to take upon 
them by their own power to deny the 


pleaſe. Its farre otherwiſe with us, ſee- 
ing none are ſuſpended, but 1. Such as 
ſuſpend 


A Barre to free Admiſcion 
ſuſpend themſelves by lighting or refu- 

ſing due triall. 2. Such as upon triall are | 
found unworthy through ignorance or 4 


ſcandall, and that onely till they gain 
better information, or give the Church 
juſt ſarisfaRtion. By all which it appears 
how weak Mr. Hamphreys firlt foundati- 
on is, and that therefore the ſuperſtru- 
Aure cannot be ſtrong. Contra from his 
own proof we argue againſt him thus : 
None of the Apoſtles were either igno- 
rant or ſcandalous, no not 7das himſelf, 
ergo, his ortheir receiving is no warrant 
for any ignorant or ſcandalous perſon to 
receive. The main queſtion is about 7- 
das, and not as to ignorance, but ſcan- 
dall. And ſcandall cannor ariſe, but 
1: From a fin committed by a profeſſor. *tþ 
2. Known and divulged. But I#das had ._ '* 
not yet betrayed Chriſt, no more then | 
Peter had denied him ; ergo, he was not | 
yet convicted of a ſcandalous fin. You *' 
will ſay. /#das had already done it in pur- 

poſe and compa. Anſw. True, yet <& 
Chriſt charges him not with that, but | 
enely foretels his acuall treachery, 
which being not yet perpetrated, was no 
viſible bar to his preſent receiving, but a 
ſad effe& of his unworthy receiving 


(ſap* 


—_—*. I 
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. fothe Sacrament. 


(ſuppoſing be did receive) the devil en- 


tring into him as well after the Sacra- 
ment as afterthe Sop, hx 13.27. Letall 
ignorant and [ſcandalous perfons take 
heed of 1xdas his fin (unworthy recei- 
ving) leſt the fate of [das betide them 
namely, 1. Spirituall pofleſſion by Sa- 
_ 2, Chriſt-murther. 3, Self-mur- 
er. 

State the caſe aright, and a mean ca- 
pacity may eaſily apprehend how wide 
and wilde Mr. Hsmphrey bis concluſion 
is. Tudas a great profeſſor, and an emi- 
nent and extraordinary Miniſter, plots 
and purpoſes a great (in; that he ſhall 
commit this fin, is foretold by a ſpirit of 
revelation, as alſo was Peters deniall and 
perjury. The queſtion is, Whether ei- 
ther or both of chem ſhall be ſuſpended 
the Sacrament. For my part, I think nei- 
ther : 1. Becauſe thoſe ſins were not yer 
committed,and fo not ſcandalous. 2, Be- 
cauſeChriſt aRtingas aMiniſter could not 


- beboth witneſs, judge, and executioner, 


If you fay be ated as God or as Media- 
tor. An/W. Its very dangerous to make 
Chriſts Divine or Mediatory aQts a prefi- 
dent for imitation. Who will ſay, the. 
Magiſtrate ſhould not condemn the 
adultreſs 


_— 
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adultreſs, becauſe Chriſt did not con- 
demn her? 7ehn 8.10,11, Chriſt admini- 
ſtred the Sacrament onely to men, onely 
to Miniſters, after ſupper, in an upper 
room, maſt we therefore do no other- 
wiſe ? Whenever Mr. H»mphrey preaches 
again upon this ſubjeR, let me intreat 
him to take a more pertinent Text, if at 
leaſt he can finde it ; otherwiſe I muſt 
tell him, he will ſcarce prove. himſelf 
(what he is ſtiled) a Maſter of Arts. 
But to paſs on. For the better mana- 
ging of his cauſe, pag. 3. Mr, Humphrey 
premiſeth , That in the Church God hath 


ſet up his Ordinances of the Word and © 


Sacrament. Of theſe Oraznances ſome are 
Capable, and ſome nncapable. Thoſe that 
are incapable, are either ſo by nature, as 
infants and diſtratted perſons , or by the 
Churches Cenſure of Excommunication, 
/ and none others. Þ 
Before we proceed, lets fee what 
water ſome of theſe dictates will hold, 
And 1. How can he prove that Infants 
and diſtraQed perſons are uncapable of 


the Sacrament by nature, eſpecially upon - 


his own principles: for now I ſhall. diſ- 
pure . partly ad hominem and partly ad 
rem, and I doubt not but the judicious 
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Reader 


" to the Sacrament. 
Reader will eafily reach mein both, I 
ſhall 1. inſtance in the word. Why are 
Infants and ( par; ratione } diſtracted 
perſons uncapable of the Word? or 
where hath God ſaid they ſhould be kept 
from it,unleſs by their crying or unſeem- 
ly geſtures they prove troubleſome to 
the Congregation? i can ſhew him the 
contrary, where God would have them 
preſent at the Werd and Ordinances. 
Let him conſult Dexr.29.11,12, & 31.12. 
Toſh. 8. 35. Toel 2. 16. & 2 Chron 20. 13. 
and that to enter into Covenant, &c. as 
is evident in ſome of the places quoted, 
eſpecially the two firſt. If God bids them 
come, why ſhould Maſter Hamphrey ſay 
they are uncapable? 2. Suppoſe them 
uncapable, yet who knows how God 
may work at the Word, though not by 
the Word 2 May not that Word be an 
occaſion of conyerſion to Infants, which 
is an inftrument of converſion to elder 
perſons? 

Infants indeed may be uncapable in 
an ative, but not in a paſſive ſenſe ; as 
to apprehenſion and underſtanding, not 
as tO Divine Impreſſions. God can work 
upon perſons at or by his Ordinances, 
occaſionally or inſtrumentally, when he 
is 


” 
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is honoured by their aQive or paſſive 
preſentation before him, which may be 
the caſe of blinde and deaf perſons, as 
well as of Infants and innocents, and 
npon which account ( as well as out of a 
deſire to honour God ) ſome pious per- 
ſons bave thought it their duty to attend 
upon the publick rw” þ though they 
were deaf. Why ſhould not I believe 
that Chriſt is willing to ſpeak immedi- 
ately to him that loves to be where 
Chriſt ſpeaks mediately ? If men can 
ſpeak by ſignes as well as words, ſure 
Chriſt can much more ſpeak by his Spirit 
to ſuch deaf perſons: 1f ſome inhearing 
do not hear, 4.6. 9,10. why may not 
others hear in not hearing? An hearing 
heart is better then an hearing ear. More 
might be added, bur I muſt contra. 

| Next,for the Lords Supper. Suppoſing 
that Mr. Hampbrey is for Pxdobaptiſme. 
J ask him in the next place, Why are 
Infants capable of Baptiſme, and not of 
the Lords Supper? If be fay, Becauſe 
they cannor examine themſelyes, nor 
diſcern the Lords Body, &c, Then x 
anſwer, No more can groſly ignorant 
perſons ; who therefore ( pars ratione) 
upon Mr, Hamphrey his principles, and 
| £ according 
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| to the SACr ament. 
according to truth, muſt be kept away : 
but that they cannot be unleſs diſcerned, 
, nor can they be diſcerned unleſs tried ; 
and who have more authority to try 
them, then ſuch as are over them in the 
Lord, and delegated for that purpoſe 
both by God and man? 

Further, that perſons excommunica- 
ted are uncapable of the Word preached. 
How proves he that > Upon this account 
I dare challenge him and all the world 
for one proof of Scripture, either dire 
or by conſequence. 'An excommunicate 
- perſon is but as an heathen, Nath. 18. 17. 
and heathens might be admitted to hear, 
why then not excommunicated perſons, 
they needing that effeual] means of 
converſion as much or more then Hea- 
thens. 

Laſtly, Whereas in the cloſe he adds, 
T hat none others are uncapable ; and fo by 
conſequence none others ought to be 
kept away, What thinks he 1. of perſons 
infected with the plague, &c. 2. - What 
thinks he of perſons ſtark ſtaring drunk, 
or. that with Zimry and Ceſby ſhall 
commit aQuall uncleanneſs in the face 
of the Congregation, and the like Þ will 
Mr, Humphrey proſtitute the Sacramenc 
ro 
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tothe laſts of ſuch bruits and ſwine? 
For ſhame then let him not Plead that 
all muſt be admitted but infants, mad 
men, and excommunicated perſons. 

Inthe ſame page, I wonder Mr. H. is 
ſo diffident where he may be confident, 
His words are theſe, / dare not yer poſs- 
eively ſay, for the peoples part, that all are 
ſo capable that they may come as they liſt« 
For my own parc, I aſſent to it asanun- 


- doubred truth, that none are ſo capable 


that they may come as they liſt, How 
doth this man ſtrain at a gnar, and ſwal- 
low a Camel; ſtumble at a ſtraw, and 
leap over a block? doubts an evident 
truth, and pleads ſtrongly for a looſe 
and undoubted errour, that all may be 
admitted pellmell. How juſt is it with 
God, that he who is confident where 
be ſhould be diffdent, ſhould alſo be_ 
diffident where he ought to be confident? 

He aſſerts, Szch a» univerſal Capacit 7 
for all men inde fiaitely, that if any come in 
as profeſſing themſelves ready to enter into 
covenant with Chriſt, deſiring to ſerve 
him in the worſhip of this Ordinance (the 
former onely excepted) the Minifter and 
Church onght to admit him, 8c. 

From this Conceſſion let me be bold 
£0 


t8 the Sacrament. 

to ask Mr. Hamphrey before whom ſhall 
_ they make this profeſſion? If before the _ 
Miniſter and the Church (as he ſeems to 
hint) then may net the Miniſter before 
the Church deſire ſome evidence of the 
ſincerity of this their profeſſion ? If not, 
then let Mr. H. ſhew where he is forbid 
to'make this ſcrutiny. If he may, then 
undoubtedly he may try that profeſſor 
as to his knowledge and grace; and do 
we deſire any more ?. nay not ſo much: 
Let Mr. H. perſwade the people but to 
make this profeſſion before the Elder- 
ſhip (we deſire not to put their modeſty 
toit before the Congregation ) and-we 
ſhall either admit them at preſent, or 
. "undertake to fit them (by Gods grace) 
for the Sacrament, before we have done 
with them, if at leaſt chey will but ſab- 
mit to be ruled by us. 

If he mean,that the Miniſter muſt reſt 
in that verball profeſſion, without any 
further ſcrutiny, then why may not a 
childe of three yeers old, ora mad man 
be admitted, fince they may eaſily be 
tanghe the words of that profeſſion > 
Further, doth Mr. Hamphrey admit none 
but ſuch as make this profeſſion? Here 
I appeal to his own conſcience, and to his 
Congregation, C if 
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If yethefly from a verball to a victuall 
profefſion,” and think their very coming 
or ſending their names to their Miniſter 
over night, &c. be ſufficient, eſpecially 


if he eake chis courſe with ſtrangers alſo, 


then how doth be know whether they 
be Chriſtians or heathen, ſober or diſtra- 
Red, children or elder perſons, excom- 
municated or members of the Church. 
So that turn which way he pleaſe, he 


will finde himſelf in a noofe of his own _ 


making. 
Lets 'now proceed to his proof from 


' analogy of the Paſſover, .to which he 


faies there was a free admitlion. 

L2"ls well he correRts himſelf from 
Numb.g. whereby it appears there was 
nor a free admiſſion co the Paſſeover,and 
then where is his argument ? If he plead, 
that onely legall uncleanneſs excluded 
thers, Iask him why ? He will anſwer, 
becauſe it defiled the Congregation, or 
the Ordinances and holy things, or both, 
Content But what if it be proved that 
not onely Leviticall, but alſo morall 
uncleanneſs defiled the holy things, and 
that therefore ſuch perſons alſo were to 
be kept away. For proof hereof, com- 


pare. Levit.18:24,25, Morall pollutions 


defiled 
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ts the Sar amen. 
defiled firſt the perſon,andthenthe Land, 
 Levi4.16,16, They defiled'the SanQuary, 
Ezek, 23, verſe 37,39, Adulterers' and 
Marderers, and Idolaters, coming reak- 
ing out of their fins into Gods Houſe, 
defiled the SanQuary thereby, -Hag.2.14, 


For negleing to build Gods Temple ; - 


themſelves, their ations and their Sa. 
crifices were unclean; and though the 
Temple were typicall and ceremoniall; 
yet their neglecting to build it at Gods 
command, was a dire breach of the 
ſecond Commandment, and therefore a 
fin, or morall pollution. And that all 
unclean perſons were to be ſuſpended, is 


evident by 2 Chron.2 3.19, Where Tchoja- 


dah ts commended for ſetting porters at the 
gates of the Houſe of the Lord, that noe 
' which were unclean in any thing ſbenld 
enter in, The Lord ſend us many fach 
Tebojada's. Where then were Mr, H-his 
eyes, who aſſerts ſo confidently -page 5- 
B ut as for any ſpirituall pollution Whatſc- 
ever , we reade of none that might dcbav 
them from that Ordinance. Did he not 
reade, or did he not minde; or did he not 
underſtand, or did he not remember any 
of the forementioned places? for will 
not be ſo uncharitable as to.conclude he 
C 2 never 
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never -read-over the old Teſtament, or 
| that again his conſcience he delivered * 
the forementioned words, or that he ! 
| quibbled and equivocated upon the pre- 
| ſent Tenſe for the preter Tenſe. 
| Beſides , the inſtance of Hezekiahs 
g Paſſover, ſhews that morall uncleanneſs 
{| made them more unworthy of the Paſſo- 
I | ver then Leviticall uncleanneſs; the Lord 
then accepting the upright heart, thovgh { 
wot clearſed according to the parification 
of the Santtnary, 2 Chr.30.18,19,20. 

2. If Mr. Hamphbrey ground upon this 
inſtance of che Paſſover, then not onely 
elder perſons, buc alſo Infants muſt par- 
1 take of the Lords Supper, for Infants 
| were admitted to the Paſſover, fince\all 


circumciſed perſons were to eat thereof; 
and if ſo, then where 1s his firſt diſtin- 
7 | Rion that makes Infants uncapable. 

3. Whereas pag. 5. he makes the ſeclu- 
ding of unclean perſons a type of our | 
excommunication, He muſt excuſe me 
if Ibelieve not his bare diQates without 
proof, I thought legall types had reſpe- 
Red Evangelicall graces, or fpirituall 
uncleanneſles, but not Evangelicall Or- 
dinances, unleſs Chriſt, the onely great 
and effeRuall Ordinance, Further, bad 4 


they 


Iv E 


to the Sar ament; 
they not the Ordinance of Excommiini= 
cation amongſt chem-/as well as we, and 
why ſhould that be typified which was 
viſibly preſent ?: And here by the way 
let me ask Maſter Humphrey, whether 
amongſt the 7ews an excommunicated 
perſon might have been admitted tothe 
Paſſover ? That they had Excommuni- 
cation is evident John 9.22,34. & 12.42. 
& Matth.18.17, and that by the rules of 
the Zews ſuch were neither to be eat nor 
drunk with. Further, that Excommu- 
nication was not for Leviticall pollutions, 
but ſcandalous fins ; and in particular, 
that not onely Leviticall pollutions, but 
alſo ſcandalous ſins were a barre to the 
receiving of the Paſſeover. Contrary to 
Mr. H, his Aſſertion above mentioned, 
For clearing whereof conſider, chat 


- there were 3 degrees of Excommunicati- 


on amongſt the Jews : A perſon excom- 
municated in the firſt degree, was called 
Niddas, ſeparated or caſt our of the Sy- 
nagogue, /oh.9.22. The ſecond, Cherem, 
or delivered up to Satan, 1 Corinth.5.5. 
1 Tim.1.22, The third, Schammatha, Or 
AAaranatha, 1 Cor,16.23. 

Inthe Greek Church there were four 
deprees of Excommunication. 1, Zv529%, 
C3 ſuch 
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ſuch were onely barred the Lords Table. 
2. v75]w9is, ſuch might hear onely be+ 
hinde the Pulpic, and muſt depart with 
the Catechumeni, &c, 3. dxgbaors , ſuch 
might come no further then the Church 
porch, and might not joynin Prayer, &c. 
4, Tghxaaves, fuch ſtood quite withour 
the Church, requeſting others with tears 
to pray for them, and thence they were 
called plorantes. 
* Byall which it appears, 1. That Suſ- 
penſion is no new invention, but if jurie 
dically iſſued forth, was a degree of ex- 
communication ; which being in Mr. H. 
his judgement a barre to the Lords Sup» 
per, he muſtneeds grant Suſpenſion to 
be a barre to receiving, unleſs he will 
contradia& both the truth and himſelf. 
2, Its evident, that Excommunication 
is not a barre to preſence at all Ordinan- 
ces, {ince all the four degrees of excom- 
municated perſons amongſt the Greeks 
mighe partake of ſome Ordinances, at 
leaſt without the Church. And Niddsi 
amongſt the Jews _—_ be preſent at Di- 
vine Service, to teach others, and learn of 
ethers, though be might wot come ucer any 
#be diflavce of four cabits, &c. 3. Its 
evident, that Excommunication was not 
T , for 
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19 the Satrament. 


for Leviticall but morall pollutions (at 
leaſt in the apprehenſion-of thoſe who 
excommunicated) 1. By Scripture, Man 
18, 15,17. where obſtinacy in ſin is made 
a juſt ground of excommunication, 1F 
thy brother treſpaſs againſt thee, &c, lohs 
9. ver.22,34- & 1 2:43, they looked at the 
confeſſion of Jeſus as Chriſt, as a fin 
that deſerved excommunication ; which 

though a groſs and dangerous miſtake, 
yet evinceth that morall pollution was 

with them che ground of excommauni- 

cation. 2. Excommunication: being a 

Church-cenſure, had onely fin for its 

obje& ; nor did a leprous man more 

deſerve excommunication with them, 

then 2 plaguy man doth with us. Ex- 

communication isthe key of Diſcipline, 

to ſhut out of heaven, Marth. 16. 19. 

a.bond to retain fn; compare azth. 

+8.19. with lob: 20, 23. a thunderclap, 

not againſt natural} infirtnities, but ſinfull 

enormities. Indeed perſons Levitically 

polluted, might for preſent be materially 
excommunicated, as being ſeparated or 

ſhut without the Camp for fear-of con- 

tagion, and (o are plaguy perſons with 

ns';\ but this is as far from formal Ex- 

communication, as adead body ts froth 
C4 2 
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a living man. 3. Its evident by the 
practice of the Jews, amongſt whom 
che firſt degree of Excommunication, 


called Nidasi, laſted for thirty dates, 
unleſs it were ſhortened by repentance ; 
but onely fin is the obje& of repentance, 
and not 3 bloudy iſlve, or other Leviti- 
call pollutions. See Bnxtorf, Budens, 
Godwin, &Cc. 

4+ Its evident that this firſt degree of 
Excommunication, called N:4d4i, was a 
barre in particular to the Paſſeover 


4 & 10, & (which anſwers our Lords Supper): ſince 


it ſignified a ſeparation from all commerce 
with any man or woman-for the diſtance of 
fonr cnbits, and particalarly from eating 
or drinking with any. And hence probably 
flowed that expreſſion of the Apoſtle, 
I Cor.5.11- With ſuch a one no not'to eat. 
Which is as extendable with us to-our 
Sacramentall eating, as it was with the 
Jews.. I might bring as a proof of Ex- 
communication Gez. 17. 14. which: is'a 
cutting off from the Church of God; and 
that not:for Leviticall pollutions, buc for 


wilfull.omiflions or commiſſions;- See. - 


Atrcermapon the place; | 

- His; Argument then from the elder 
Brother the Paſſeover, is like Renben, 
unſtable 


1 
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. tothe Sacrament. * + 
unſtable as water. Let us ſee whether he 


/ - candraw a ſtronger argument from the 
Jounger brother our Sacrament (as he is 


pleaſed to tearm it.) | 

His firſt proof is from 1 Cor, 10, 17. 
We being man), are all partakers of one 
bread. Thence he concludes, T hat divers 
of the Corinthians were ready to goto Idols, 
verſe 14. Jet all were admitted to the Sa- 
erament. ' 


1.. The dehortation doth not neceſſa- 4»/w. 


rily prove they were Idolaters, though 
indeed too: many of them, eſpecially the 
ſtronger Chriſtians, abuſed their liberty 
in cating things ſacrificed to Idols, to 
the offence of theif weaker brethren,and 
ſometimes (which was more ſcandalous) 
in the Idols Temple: this they did as 
apprehendingthe thing was indifferent ; 
and by uſing their utmoſt liberty, wenc 
beyond the-bounds, judging any place 
of eating "lawfull (and- that without 
weighing circumſtances) as well as any 


meats lawfull, 1 Cor.8.10, This, though 


bad, was not (eſpecially before ſufficient 
admonition given) a juſt barre to their 
receiving, 

2, Yet taking it for granted, many of 
them were guilty of greater fins, as ap- 
pears 


A Barreto free ddmifiion 
pears by 1 Cor.15.. & 2 Cor.12.21, How 
proves he from the place, that all theſe 


were notwithſlanding admitted. As all 


Jews might eat the Pzfſeover, fo all 
Church Members - might receive the 
Lords Supper, All circumciſed perſons 
had a right to the Pafſeover, yet ſome of 
them might not injoy it ar all times, 
Namb.9.7.: So ail baptized perſons have 
a right to the Lords Supper, yet may not 
alwaies actually uſe chis their right ; nay 
not all true converts neither, til] they be 
worthy acually as well as habitually. A 


perſon may be capable in a&## prime, yet 


not in afts /ecmndo. All the Prieſts had 
a right to the holy things, yet were not 
permitted at any time co:make uſe of that 


right, Levir.22-2,7, | 


3. Suppoling all did receive it promifſ- 
cuouſly, how proves he from this place, 


that the Apoſtle did allow that free 
admiffion?doth the drawing an argument 
from practice, allow that-praQtice ? Then 
by arguing from baptizing for the dead, 
the Apoſtle ſhould allow baptizing for 
the dead, 1 Cor.15.29. From their aQuall 
communicating the Apoltle proves they 

were one 'body ; and fecondly, That 


they onghte not to communicate with 
Idols. 


. 
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_ tothe Sacrament. 
Jdols. Doth this manner of arguing ne- 
ceſfarily juſtifie their admitting all-ro 
Communicate pell mel! at any time ? 

. : Whereas pag.7. he urges, That they 
were drunken together at the Lords T able. 


1, Then it ſeems they were not drank 4 ,/\p. 


before, but at the Table ; and how can 
that be a let co receiving which -was 
cauſed by receiving, unleſs he will make 
the Effet an impediment to the Cauſe, 
the Conſequenrt to the Antecedent. 

2. But granting this drunkenneſs were 
at their lovs Feaſts, which preceded the, 
Lords Supper. I anſwer, Irs more then 
Mr. H. can prove, that they were dranken 
inthe ordinary and ftri& ſenſe, ſince in 
Scripture -phraſe the words 9% and 
Shachar ſignifie, though liberall drinking, 
yet within the bounds of temperance, as 
is evident, /obs 3.10.Gen 43.34.Cant.y.x. 
And the Apoſtle reproves them” rather 
for:difarder and uncharitableneſs, then 
for exceſs ; that they ſtayed not for their 
Brethren,whereby the rich fed and drunk 
liberally when che poor were hungry and 
thirſty. Compare ver.22.& 33. .3, What 
Logick is in this confequence ( fuppoſing 
they were drank indeed?) Saint Pas! 
reproves them forcoming drunk to the 
Sacrament ; 
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Sacrament z ergo, they ought to cone to 
the Sacrament , even though they .be 
drunk, Is not the quite contrary more 
rationall, St. Pau! reproved them for 
coming when drunk to the Sacrament ; 
ergo,they ought not to come when drunk 
co the Sacrament. 

His gext proof is from 1-Cor, 10.45. 
By the way, where he ſaies, They were all 
admitted : freely to our Sacrament, He 
ſpeaks'gratis. : Indeed, if he ſpeak as to 
the thing ſignified , undoubtedly their 
and our Sacraments are all one, and thus 


even Circumciſion and - the Paſſeover 


were the ſame with our Baptiſme and the 
Lords Supper ; but as to the outward 
elements, I think chere's a great diffe- 
rence between their Manna and our 
Bread, their Water out of che rock, and 
our Wine, But for the thing it ſelf, if he 
will make chat a preſident for free admiſ- 
ſion, then unbaptized perſons, yea per- 
ſons diſtracted, Infants, and excommuni- 
cated perſons, by this rule may partake 
of the Lords Supper, as there uncircum- 
ciled perſons, &c. did partake of thoſe 
Sacraments. Yea, many who were born 
after their paſſing the Sea, and ſo not 
baptized neither, yet ate of the _ 
an 
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and drank of the rocks. Witneſs 1. The 
mixed multitude that went out of Zgype 
with them, Exod. 12.38. 2, Many of the 
Iſraelites. themſelves who were uncir- 
cumciſed in the wilderneſs, 7o/a.5.5. yet 
did eat of the Manna and drank of the 

rock, 
2+ Their partaking univerſally of that 
Sacramentall Meat and Drink,” is: no 
argument for our free admiflion, cill 
Mr. H. can make out as great a neceſſity 
for ouruniverſall receiving as for theirs ; 
namely, that all who receive not, muſt 
both hve and choak, that Sacramentall 
Bread and Water being their daily and 
neceſſary repaſt. Nor will Mr.H. evade 
this anſwer by his parallels pag.$. which 
do not run on four feet, as we ſay. And 
however their Sacraments and ours, 
their condition and ours may agree in 
divers reſpeQs ; and it be very true, that 
God is not well pleaſed with many Re- 
ceivers amongſt us,no more then amongſt 
them ; yet herein is a manifeſt difference, 
that their Sacramentall Elements had a 
double uſe and end ; namely, to nouriſh 
their bodies as well as their ſoules ; nor 
had they ordinarily in the Wilderneſs 
other food to live upon, and therefore 
| they 


29 


| 
; 
| 
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A Barre to free Admiſcion 
they muſt eicherreceive thoſeSacraments 
or die. I hope there is not ſuch an abſo- 
lute neceflity of our Sacramentall Bread 
and Wine, Had God made our daily 
food (as he did tothem) a Sacrament, 
Ifay then it were cruelty and mnrder to 
deny any man the Sacrament, and then 
not onely monthly, bur alſo weekly,. yea 
daily Sacraments had been neceſſary; 
but that muſt have been by accident, not 
from the nature of a Sacrament. 
_ His next Argument is drawn from the 
erall invitation to the Marriage Feaſt, 
Matth.22, & Lake 14. | 

1+ Let him prove, that by the Marri- 
age Feaſt is there meant in particular the 
Lords Snpper. Chriſt indeed is the Feaſt 
to which all areznvited ; the Ordinances, 
and eſpecially the Word and Sacraments, 
arethe Diſhes in which this Feaſt isfer- 
ved. Now the queſtion is not, Whether all 
ought to.come to the Feaſt ? but, Whe- 
ther all muſt eat of che Feaſt in the Diſh 
of the Sacrament,as well as of the Word? 
The former is afferted, but not proved by 
Mr. Hampbrey. b, 

2. Since the main ſcope of the parable 
1s to hold forth the rejecting of the Jews - 
andcallingof the Gentiles (which is hs 

| rule 


+ 


. 19 the Sacrament. 


| caleMr.B. himſelf goes by pag. 9.) Mat. 


22.43- compared with 21at.22.1. will it 
not follow then, that nor.onely Church 
members, bur. alſo Heathen ſhould im- 
mediately be admitted, yea forced to this 
Sacrament. | 


- 3« Yet further,if all muſt be admitted, Lu. 14 29 


how came the unthankfull Gueſts to be 
excluded by the Lords own command? 
who yet had farre better excuſes to keep 
from the Sacrament then many of our 
Profeſſors bave, Lake 14.18,20, 


4. If this be meant particularly of the 


Lords Supper, then let me ask Mr, H. 
whether ſome worldly occafions may not 
juſtly excuſe our abſence ? and whethec 
all are judged there unworthy, who are 
ſometimes kept from the Lords Supper 
by their worldly occaſions? The weigh- 
tieſt occaſions cannot excuſe any. from 
the Marriage Feaſt. But I think Mr.. 
will not deny,but ſome worldly occafions 
may excuſe a man from the Sacrament, as 
is evident by analogy, N»mb,9.16, 

More might be added to' ſhew the 
weakneſs of his plea from theſe parables. 
But whereas he addes pag.1o. Now Who 
us that faithfull teward , that gives the 
honſoeld their portion of meat in ane _ 


Ht 
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A Barre ts free Admiſcion 
but thiſe that are thus doing, that is, who 
admit all. comers ,as him{elf there interprets, 
What a groſs, ſenſle(s, and profane inter- 
pretation is this? For 1, What an eaſte 
matter is ic to be a faithfull ſteward, if 
chis faithfulneſs lie in admitting all pell 
mell ro the Sacrament. 2. Will it not 
follow by this rule, that the profaneſt 
Miniſters, who are moſt for free admiſſi» 
on, are the moſt faichfull ſtewards. 
2. That the moſt pjous and conſcientious 
Miniſters, who dare not give this bread 
of children to dogs, are therefore un- 
faithfall ſtewards? Lord ! whither will 
not a ſelfiſh opinion lead a man ? 

Whereas he there addes, That Tohn 
Baptiſt admitted all comers to Baptiſme, yea 
even thoſe whoms he calls vipers. 

1. He ſaies, but proves not, that Joh» 
did baptize all comers. 2. Marth, 3.6. 
Itsnoted that they who were baptized 
confeſſed their fins, and ſo made publick 
profeſſion of their repentance. Let our 
people dothar privately before theElder- 
ſhip which theſe did publickly before all 
the world; or (if they pleaſe)letthem do 


| it publickly before all the world, as the 


former did, and ſee if we refuſe them to 


the Sacrament, Should we require con- 


feflion 


20 the Saf ament: | 
feſſion of (ins in every Receiver before 
admiſſion tothe Lords Supper,we ſhould 
be branded with a witneſs,as pleaders for 
Auricular confeſſion. We onely deſire a 
profeſſion of their faith before receiving, 
which though weak, yet if true in the 
Jad gemeg: of charity, we dare not refuſe 
ſach. And becauſe we are ſure there can 
t be no faith without knowledge, there- 

fore as we our ſelves have beentried by 
others, and that willingly, we think ic 
our duty to try the faith and knowledge 
of all under our charge : and if we finde 
any groſly ignorant, as we dare not at 
preſent admitthem, ſo we are willing ta 
take pains with them, by inſtruiontso 
fit them for the Sacrament in future. 
- Whether this be more pleaſing to God, 

«- ay admiſſion of all hand over head, 

| Tappeal tothe Readets judgement, and 
to Mr, Humphrey his conſcience. 

— Whereas for farther confirmation he 
adds, Advwltis eadem eſt ratio ntrinſque 
Sacraments, \ _ 

I deny it, if taken in the latitude. For A4»/5s. 

I» Heathen may be admitted to baptiſme, I mean 

but not to the Lords Supper, by his own Caech- 
grant. 2. Taking this Maxime for 

granted, what follows, but that as per- 

r; 6 D ſons 


AnſW. 


_ 


A Barre ro free 4aniſ31on 
ſons toibe-daprized muſt profeſs faith 
and f ance, Mat. 3» Ge Aft. $. 37+ ſo 
muſt they alſo before receiving ; whith 


| | 3: 
makes mach for our purpoſe, and againſt * 


Mr.Hamphre)» 
His laſt proof is drawn from A&, 10.28. 
npon which inſtance he concludes with a 


rhetoricall Doxology, -pag.-11. F thank. 


God I have learned thus ſame leſſon with 4 
Jatnfied conſcience, to eſteem noman nn- 
clean,bat all (anleſs excommunicated) free 
in the uſe of Gods Ordinances, 


to count nb man unclean, taught Pr 
to countſome menunclean, yea perſons 


1. That God, who had taught 4 


within'rhe Church and not excommuni- © 


cated, 7it-1.15,16- gt 

2. Let Mr. Hamphr:y ſhew me-gbe 
force of - this conſequence, Peters, WAs 
commanded ro converſe with' a gouly 
man, though levitically nnclean (as not 
being cixcumciſed and.a proſelyte) which 
uncleanneſsafcerthe death of Chriſt was 
taken away ; Ergo, Paxt ought to con- 
verſe with a profane" Chriſtian that is 
morally unclean. How ſatable this is to 
Scriptnre, ſee 1 Cor.5-t1. Farther; Petey 
is commanded to 'preach'the Word to 
He athen', that were comers' on', and 


ready 


., 


-þ 3 


ready to receive it ; ergo, Paul may ad- 


miniſter the Sacramenc to all, ignorant 
and 'wicked Chriſtians chat rejeR Chriſt 


3nd his Word.-.I wiſh he would play the 


Logician more, and the Rhetorician leſs, 
in matters of this nature,leſt he be found 
in the numberof thoſe, Row.16-1$. who 
by good words and fair ſpeeches deceive 
the hearts of the ſimple. 

3+ Conſider how he contradiQs him- 
ſelf as well as the truth ; pag.3. he ex- 
cluded Infants and diſtracted perſons, 
here his charity is ſo large as to exclude 
hgpe but excommunicated perſons. 
. *4- That by excluding excommunica- 
ted perſons from the Word preached, he 


- ran$ipto an uncharitable and dangerous 


ercour, hath beenfarmerly proved, which 
I will not here repeat, Much more might 
be added, had 1leafure to follow him in 
bis wild-gooſe-cbace. I think he may 
well be accounted a Maſter of Arts at 
wrelting the Scripture ; and whether he 
hath writ more words or errours, ſeems 
co:mea diſputable point, 1 

For a further flouriſh , in. the Gme 
Page he heaps up Texts of Scriptute that 
holdforth the offers of free graceto' all, 
which make as.much for free adyniflion 


D 3 to 
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A Barre to free Admiſsion 
tothe ſeal of this Sacrament, as an offer 
of-pardon to all rebels, proves, that eyen 
thoſe rebels muſt have their pardons 
ſealed who ſtand out againſt their Prince, 
as well as thoſe that come in and ſubmir 
vpon pardon offered. Let Mr. Hamphrey 
and all the world know, that we defire 
to keep none from the ſeal, who will 
pleaſe to make itout to us, that (but in 
the judgement of charity) they have a 
right to the thing ſignified. Which may 
ſerve to take away that wonder of his; 
How We can have the conſcience to turn 


them aWay from the fiones and means; of 


grace in thu Ordinance, to whom the Goſpel 
offers Chriſt freely. | | 

1, With what conſcience can he exclude 
Infants, diſtrated and excommunicated 
perſons, to whom the -Gofpel offers 
Chriſt as freely as to any ?'yea each of 
which may have the things: ſignified; afid 
yet bedenied the figne. - ST 

2. Not generall offers of Chriſt, bue 


our atuall receiving of him viſibly, is the, 


rule of admiſſion to the Sacrament. But 
how many perſons do viſibly reje& 
Chriſt, at leaſt by: conſequence, Tir.1.16. 
and who viſibly reje& the thing 
ſignified, may juſtly be debarred- 'the 


Tign 


In | to the Sar ament. ” | 37 


| fign, till they manifeſt their repentance. 
Thus much for his you from Scripture. 
Let us now proceed to his reaſons,and ſee 

- Whetherhebe better at argument then at 

® quotation. 

| His firſt Argument is, The Sacraments 

are verbum viſibile, « viſible Geſpel, 8&c, 

therefore the ſame latitude muſt beigranted 

to them both (meaning the Word preached 

and the Sacrament) #» their adminiſtrati» 

en, And here he triumphs (poor man) 

before the vicory, intheſe words imme- 

diately following, Upon this ground, me 

thinks, I ſtand as upon a rock, againit 

| * Which all 6bjeftions, like waves, do but daſh 
themſelves in pieces. | 

*. 7. If the Sacrament have the ſame lati- 4»/. 

tude with the Word, then a Turk or 

Heathen may receive as well as a Chriſti- 

an; but this is contrary to Mr. Hamphrey 

his profeſſed principles, as wellasto the 

!|) cruth irfelf, 65-67 

| 2. Hisconſequence will not hold, ;un- 

leſs he can prove that verhum viþþile.con- 

verts as well as verbum audibile,. and that 

it was inſtituted for that purpoſe...... . 

4: 3. Though it ſhould convert, it proves 

| onelythatall ſhould be preſent, not that 

7 - all ſhould receive. | 


D3 Granting 


A Barre to free Admiſsion 
4, Granting his foundation, I retort it 
apon himſelf. As the Word preached is 
applicable to all, ſo alſo the Sacraments ; 
But the Word preached is not immedi- 
ately applicable to all ; Imean as to thar 
part of its gracious offer which.is parti- 
cularly tendered and ſealed in the Sacra- 
ment. For inſtance, there are ſome righ- 
teous perſons (in their own conceit) that 
Chriſtcame nor to call. Afar.g.13. many 
ſelf-juſtitiaries and conceired Laodicears, 
ro whom in chat condition mercy is nor 
immediately applicable ; But co whom 
in ſtats quo, the Covenant is not applica- 
ble, tothem the ſeales of ir are not ap- 
plicable; and where ſuch may be difcer- 
ned by their groſs ignorance or ſcandall, 
they are viſibly as well as really unwor- 
thy, and ſhould not be permirred to re- 
ceive,” where there is a juſt Authority to 
 exthnde chem, 
2+ Tocomea little cloſer to Mr. H. As 
che Word preached may be heard by all, 
Arr be applied to all in divers 
ings: ſo the word -i/e (the Lords 
Su pry Shy be ſee by all, but ought 
notes be applied to'all in divers cafes ; 
nithely/, "when chat which is ſealed in 
the Sacrament is not immediately bppli- 
a 16 os cable 


£9 the Sacrament.” 39 
cable to them by the Word, for the Woxd 
and Sacrament muſt go hand'iin hand to- 
gether. Ergo, where the-covenant of 

,, grace isnot viſibly applicable, there the 

4 viſible ſign of that covenant is aot- appli- 
- | - cable. Bur the covenant of grace is viſi- 
| bly unapplicable co many perſons in the 
boſome of the viſible Church ; «go. And 
thus Mr.H, his rock proves but. a'quick+ | 
ſand, and his viſible Word makes againſt 
himſelf, | 
His amplification from pag.11. tothe 
' 15. isas impertinent as his Argument is 
weak. Weeaſily grant,the Lords Supper 
declares the covenant of grace as a lign, 
and ratifies it as a ſeal ; but that its there- 
4 fore to be applied to all, is a meer »ox. /- 
. quitur. Indeed where grace is freely 0f- 
fered by an audible word, all may, yea 
and ſhould hear it ; and where its offered 
by a viſible word, all have liberty to fee 
ir, and ſo may be preſent at the admini- 
ſration of the Lords Supper, as. wglh-as 
ar preaching and Baptiſme :. But.cþhat all 
ought aRually / to partake (be they-.in 
what ſtate they will, unleſs yncapable by 
age, dotage, Or excommunication ) 1s. 4 
new light ſtarted by Mr, Humphrey,which 
like an ig 17 Fat#v will lead thouſands 
! D 4 - into 
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A Barre to free Admiſcion 
into utter darkneſs, Had Mr. H. either 
read or underſtood our meaning(as eafily 
he might, had he pleaſed, by whar 'is ex- 
rant in printin a firſt and ſecond diſcourſe 
by the Antiquzriſt) he would not have 
ſhot ſo wide at rovers as now he doth. 
The hinge of the controverſie turns not 
upon this point, Whether all may be pre- 


. ſent when the covenant of grace is ſign- 


ed, offered, and ſealed inthe Sacrament, 
but. whether all preſent may aRually 
partake thereof ; and in particular thoſe 
who viſibly reje&t che covenant of prace 
that is figned, offered, and ſealed by it. 


To keep to Mr. H, his own ſimilitude, * 


Pag+ 14. A- generall pardon ſent by a 
Prince, may be offered to all Rebels 
within his Dominion, all of them may 
hear the pardon read, and if need be, ſee 
itſealed; npon which ſome come'in and 
ſubmit really, others profeſſedly ſtand 
ont againſt pardon offered ; a third ſort 
ſeemingly ſubmic, yet ſecretly carry 
about them daggers or poyſon to murder 
their Prince. The King knows this, and 
his Ambaſſadours ftrongly ſuſpe& it. 
Now I ask Mr. H. 1. Whether pardon 
ſhall be ſealed particularly to them thac 
openly ſtand -it out 2 2. Whether the 

Am- 
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to the Sacrament. 
Ambaſſadours ought not to try all that 


ſubmit, that it may appear who ſubmit 


really and who treacherouſly ; -ind the 
latter being found out, is Mr.Hnmphrey 
of the minde that pardon ſhould parti- 
cularly be ſealed to them, as well as to 
thoſe who ſubmit really ? If ſo, T think 
he is a better friend to Traytors then to 
go00d Subjets or good Government. 
Apply this caſe to the Lords Supper, and 
it will quickly put anend to this contro- 
verſie , now again unhappily raiſed by 
Mr. Hawphrey, to the no ſmall joy of 
profane and ignorant perſons, and prief 
of Gods people. Every Sacrament Gals 
x. The truth of the covenant of prace. 
2. Its generall offer. .3. By ſome of the Sa- 
cramentall actions it doth inſtrumentally 
apply che Covenant to every worthy Re- 
ceiver, and to noneelſe. Now (if Mr. H. 
and other difſenters will pleaſe to under- 
ſtand us aright) all may ſee the truth of 
the Covenant of Grace, and its generall 


offer ſealed, and ſo may be preſent at the 


whole adminiſtration, which is made up 
of ſeverall Ordinances , the fight and 
hearing whereof may be very profitable 
for all ſorts. But that the Covenant of 
Grace ſhould be inſtrumentally applied, 


per 


A Barret free Adwiſs:on 


r ſigilla,/ to all ſorts, is in a manner as 
as if it ſhould be applied ro them by 


word of mouth, and haply in ſome ſenſe 


worſe. Dares Mr. H. ſay to any perſon 
viſibly in the ſtate of nature, Sir, be aſ- 
ſured that Chriſt and all the benefits of 
the Covenant of Grace are aQually and 
for ever yours? And will hedare toſeal 
that which he dares not ſay? The lan- 
Suage of every aQuall giving is, Chriſt 
is thine in/particular, and of every auall 
receiving is, Chriſt is mine in particular. 
And ſhall any Miniſter dare ſolemnly to 
deceive any ſelf-deceiving perſony, and 
confirm him in preſumption, to the ru- 
ine of his ſoul, when he may regularly 
prevent that miſchief? If this be-not a 
ſtrengthening of the hands of the wick- 
ed, Ezch,13.22. Ibeſeech you what is ? 
To anſwer therefore briefly to his 
four Confideratiens, held forth by way 
of concluſion, pag.15+16. & 17, To the 
ficſt I anſwer, Thoſe whom we would 
not baptize, had they been to have been 
baptized at yeers of diſcretion, thoſe 
we cannot admit to the Lords Supper, 
though baptized in their infancy. And I 
ask Mr. H. whether there be not many 
ſuch in England, who yet are neither 
| | children, 
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children, nor fools, nor excommunicated? 
And here let Mr. H. remember] his own 
rule, p.10» Aadnltis eadem oft ratio weiri- 
u{que Sacraments. | 

To the ſecond, The queſtion is not 
about the freeneſs of the offer, but abour 
the freeneſs of acceprance ; and wherher 
they who viſibly rejet grace freely of- 
fered, ought to be admitred tothe fign 
and-ſeal of chat grace. And here letme 
ask Mr.H. again, whether his conſcience 
did not check him for aſperſing us with 
that foul ſlander, pag.16. That we admit 
zone bur ſuch as are qualified to our own 
inde. Noth not Mr. H, know that we 
plead not onely the Word'of God(which 
is abundantly enough) but alſo the Au- 
thority of Parliatnent, for what we doin 
this point ; by whoſe Ordinance; not 
repezled, we are civilly inabled to-do 
what wedo ; and have alſo from them 
(afrer-mature deliberation with che AF 
ſembly of Divines ) a'rule to walk by, 
apainlt which if -we tranſgrefs, we are 
accountableto the civill Magiſtrate ; and 
dares he notwithſtanding cbarge us with 
2dmirtance of none but ſuch as are quali 
fied ro our miftide? Or, 2. That in thus 
doing, we inet ler people come _— 
- their 
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A Barreto free Admiſcion 
their price and money to this Ordinance ? 
Do godly Parents and Maſters, by keep- 
ing their children and ſervants from the 
Sacrament till they be ſufficiently inſtru- 
Red in the main grounds of Religion, 
do they, I ſay, in this pious a@ put them 
upon it, not to come to the Lords Supper, 
till chey can bring their price and money 
eo this Ordinance? and yet ſhall godly 
Miniſters and Elders, who are ſpirituall 
parents, and alſo ſpecially inabled by the 
Magiſtrate, a civil Parent, to do the like, 
be judged (by one ſcarce out of the ſhell, 
either in Learning or Divinity) as if they 
were all the children of Simon Magn, 
and drove a bargain of Chriſt and the Sa- 
crament for money, becauſe they are 
carefull that perſons vifibly unqualified, 
and who think to purchaſe Chriſt and 
grace for money, may not have either 
him or it upon ſuch baſe tearms? 3. Is 
he not yet more aſhamed, in the ſame 
page to affirm, Why thu * even as they 
conceive of Judas, who being  abeut to ſell 
our Savioxr, went ont to make his bargain 
at the Supper, It ſeems, if Mr.H. may 
be judge, 1. Weare a company of 7«- 
daſſes. 2, Webetray Chriſt, becauſe we 


will-not ſuffer others to myxder him. 


3. We 


the trut 


tothe Sacr ament, 

. We drive a bargain for the buyio 
2 ſelling of Chriſt, becauſe we Ns 
rod made by Chrift and publick Autho- 
rity, to whip the buyers and ſellers out 
of Gods Tetnple. Thus in the judgement 
of greater and wiſer men then Mr: H. 
Chriſt' was an enemy to Ceſar, Paxl 2 
ſeditious fellow, &c. The yery mention 
of this ſlander is enough to refute it. 1 
ſay no more, bur the Lord rebuke and 
forgive the Authour of it. pt 

To his third Conſideration I anſwer, 
I. Its very dubitable, whether full con- 
viction be enough to converſion ; yea, 
the ſtronger conviction is in-the under- 
ſtanding, the bigher doth the will and 
affeQions riſe againſt ir(if not conquered 
and ſanRified by grace, Row. 7. 8,9.) yea 
tothe commiſſion of the fin againſt che 
holy Ghoſt, Heb.6.4,5,6- 

2. That by application 'of the ſeal, the 


"meſſage of reconciliation comes in its full 


vertue, for the Working this conviftion and 


faith nnto ſalvation, is both a groſs and 


implicated errour, as hath in part been 
_ proved, For 1, Convittion of 

and generall offer of the Co- 
venant.comes not by the Sacrament, as 


ſealing and applying to perſons (which 


rather 


Objeft. 
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rather conduceth co the faith of particu- 
lar evidence) but 25 ſignifying and offer- 


' ing Chriſt:to all, who. therefore may 


with great profit be preſent at the Ordi- 
nance. 2. Conviction that Chriſt is 
mine in patticular, cannot be wrought 
by aQuall receiving inany but the wor- 
thy receiver; and ſuch is no ignorant 
perſon, or any that lives and lies in a 
known fin, who thexefore cannot receive 
but to his own prejudice, nor by Church- 
officers be admitted to receive (if viſibly 
ſo ) without their prejudice alſo , who 
ſaffer him to.contrac the guilt of Chriſts 
body and blood, coat and drink judge- 


ment to himſelf, and to do an a cthar 


cannot either convert or edifie him 5 
fats quo,but aggravate his finand judpe- 
ment, as hereafter (by Gods aſſiſtance) 
ſhajl more fully appear. 


Before I paſs to his fourth conſidera- 
tion, there lies in the way ane objeRion 


which is worth the anſwering, which 
ſeems to croſs our former aſlertion. 
Chriſt ſuffered 7=das to partake of che 
Lords Suppec as well as the reſt, yet-by 
that a ſealed not to kimthat Chriſt was 
his, and himſelf was in the ate of 
grace, &c. for then he muſt have ſealed 
| £0 


4 


h 
| 


| £04 falkty, &c. Ergo, theaQof givi 
oo in the Sacrament is no ſeal 
of evidence ro any; much leſs to all. 

Suppofing/ the obje&ion were true z An/5, 
aQuall giving and receiving, ſealseither 
Chriſt or judgement to every Receiver, 
and he' that eats and drinks not Chriſt, 
cats and drinks jndgement to himſelf, 
1 Cor,11.29, | | 

2. In its own -_— and primary in- 
tention ir ſeals Chriſt and mercy. - 

3. The Miniſter in his ating ex officio, 
applies mercy ch&stative to all the Re- 
ceivers who are viſibly worthy, - - 

4. When therefore the Miniſter fees 
any preſent who are viſibly unworthy, if 
7 he he inabled by judiciall power, he muft 

| not permit him co-receive : if not ( as it 
falls out where no Presbytety is ſettled) 
he muſt either perſwade ſuch aperſonto 

\ forbear, orelfe in plain tearms'tellhim 
the danger of his unworthy receiving, 
and that he will prove a murderer of 
Chriſt, as our Saviour did unto fade: + 
by- which forewarning, I humbly con- 
ceive where Chutrch-Governtnent is not 

' fertled, the Minifter may clear his own 
ſoul\, as having not power of hirſelf 
£6 admit or keep back without judicial 

| proceſs, 


<. at 


43 


Object. 


AnſWw. 


A Barreto free Admiſiion 
proceſs, wherein himſelf cannot be both 


judge and witneſs. And thus both word 
and (cal go together, and aſſure particu- 


lar mercy-or judgement to Receivers, 2s 
they are worthy or. unworthy z as the 
Prieſts word. went along with the bitrer 
water, todo the honeſt woman good, but 
the adultreſs hurt, Namb.5.19,22,27,29. 
Contra, though the Word make moſt 
worſe, yet it. makes very.many bad ones 
good : but. the Sacrament makes onely 
g00d ones better, | 
But doth not the Miniſter ſeal to a lie, 
by giving the Sacrament to thoſe who are 
viſibly wortby, yet really unworthy? 
He may. poſlibly ſeal to an untruth, Bye = 
doth nor ſeal to a lie, as admitting that 
perſon whom in charity (being approved 
apon due triall ) he may. and ought to 
jadge worthy : As I may ſpeak comfort 
to one whom I judge to bein the ſtate of 
grace, yet-may very eaſily be miſtaken 
about his condition. 2. If the Miniſter 
aotwithſtanding ſuſpe& a perſon, though 
legally approved, he hay and ought the 
more carefully -to warn him to look toit 


-he be what he profeſles himſelf to be, leſt 
' otherwiſe for all mans approbation, he 
eat and drink-judgement to himſelf. And 


by 


to the Sacrament. 


by this means I conceive he may clear 
himſelf, but cannot keep back him that 
is approved by the major vote of the Fl- 
derſhip: onely afterwards hath power 
to appeal to the Claſſis, in caſe he per- 
ceive the Elderſhip-prevaricate and con- 
ſpire to admit unworthy ones out of by- 
reſpeas ; as they likewiſe may do of the 
Miniſter. But all this doth not counte- 
nance the admiſſion of any who may be 
regularly ſuſpended, no more then of 
him who is to be excommunicated, bur 
is not, through corruption of the Elder- 
ſhip. 


For-his fourth Conſideration, we grant Pap. 26. 


thE Goſpel is the Goſpel of peace, &c. 
yevſts as true, that whereever it comes 
it occaſions war ; not of its own nature, 
but by means of humane corrnption, 
Mat.10. 34,35. and that by means of 
ſep#ation which it makes whereever it 
comes. And is it any wonderthen, rhat 
the ſeals of chis Goſpel by making ſepa- 
ration, make alſo diviſion? Where the 
- promiſes are not applicable fo. much as 
viſibly, there ſure the ſeals of choſe pro 
miſes are not applicable ; the deniall 
whereof yet muſt needs vex bypocrites, 
who by this means are pried 1nto, and 
uncaſed, 
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uncaſed, as a ſoul-ſearching Miniſtry 
doth ; and no wonder then if the devil 
of contention be conjured up,and-Gods 
Feremies, who ſeparate the preciqus from 
the vile, be men of contention to the 
whole Earth. Caiz will be angry if 4- 
bel finde better acceptance then himſelf ; 
and hypocrites, who care lea(t for reall 
goodneſs, yet are very ambitious of all 
the priviledges of piety, and proclaim 
war againſt ſuch as deny them, though 
never ſo juſtly, (as the Phariſees did a- 
Sainſt our Saviour) but I pray who de- 
ſerve blame for this contention, Gods 
faithfull Miniſters or hypocrites them- 
ſelves, who by viſible —— de- 
prive themſelves of thoſe priviledges, 
and yet malign Chrilts Stewards,” + 
dare not be fo laviſh and prodigall of 
their Maſters proviſions as theſe perſons 
would have them. What therefore he 
adds by way of .rhetoricall amplification 
is frivolous as to his purpoſe, ſince none 
are Saints but ſuch ſinners, and. none to 
be approved for Saints. by the Church, 
but fuch as acknowledge themſelves 
great finners, But the queſtion is, Whe- 
ther ſuch as think chemſelves righteous, 
though eaſily conviaceable: of-groſs ig- 
'norance 


IN 


t0 the Sacrament. 
norance or wickedneſs (as the Phariſees) 
are to be admitted co this Sacrament 
amongſt humbled and repenting ſinners 2. | 

His proviſion inſerted in his third Edi- 
tion,page17 Will ſtand him in little ſtead, 
ſince his very ſtating the queſtion, over- 
throws his great Diana of tree Admiſſion. 

For 1, He will have free Admifſios, 
and yet himlelf rails about the Commu- 
nion Table from Infants, diſtracted per- 
ſons, &c. He that cries out of Suſpenſi- 
on, yet takes upon himſelf to ſuſpend a 
world of perſons far more worthy then, 
or not ſo unworthy as many he preſumes 
roadmit, Shall the Lords Supper be free 
for blaſphemers, murderers, &c. and not 
free for Infants, diſtracted perſons? &c. 

If he can prove it is againſt Scripture- 

ordavand decency, to admit to the Lords 
Supper a perſon viſibly worthy, though 
unbaptized, 1 will eaſily prove its more 
againſt order and decency to admit tothe 
Lords Supper a perſon viſibly unworthy, 
chough' baptized. Had Conſtantine the 
great and 7/:a» the Apoltate been con- 
temporary, I ſhould rather have admit-. 
red the former to receive, when unbapti- 
zed, then the latter, though baprized. 

3. Whatever Mr. 2. infinuatesin the 
E 2 cloſe 


Atſw, 
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cloſe of his Proviſion, we are as much 
both for Order and for the Ordinances 
as himſelf ; and conld not the Ordinan- 
ces be had without diſorder, we had ra- 
ther diſpence with Order, then part with 
the Ordinances. The difference then be- 


tween us 15 this, We plead for, and (blefſ- 


ſed be God) 1njoy the Lords Supper with 
order and decency ; Mr. H. pleads for it, 
and 1njoyes it with diſorder and confuſi- 
on, whatever he pretends in his Proviſion 
to the contrary. 

Hts ſecond Argument he draws from the 
natare of the vipble Church ; which he de- 
fines or deſcribes to be a number of ſuch as 
make profeſſion of Jeſus Chriſt, and ſo are 
Saints by calling , whatever they are in 
truth. The e([extiall marks whereof (mhere- 
by it ſubſists as viſible) 15 the preachſng of 
the Word, and adminiſtration of the Sacra- 
ments. Now unleſs men will be ſo beld as 
to aiveſt our mixed Congregations (and ſo 
conſequently all England formerly) of the 
name of the viſible Church , they cannot 
take from us one of its eſſentiall notes, in the 
free uſe of this Ordinance. 

1. His deſcription is liable enough to 
exception, fince a vitible Church ftrialy 
is not a bare number of Profeſlors, = 
0 


to the Sacrament. 


of ſuch as combine for Church ends, 
The Church is a Corporation, and not 
members as ſo, make a body,but as united 
either by vircuall or aQuall conſent, &c, 
and thateither in their diſtin Societies, 
which we call Pariſhes or particular 
Congregations, or in their Reprefenrees 
and Officers delegated for the publick 
concernment of particular Churches, ei- 
cher in 2 Claſs, Province, Nation, divers 
Nations, or the whole world, whence a- 
riſe Claſſicall, Provinciall, Nationall, or 
Oecumenicall Aſſemblies, &c. 

Bur ſuppoſing this co be his meaning, 
- though not ſoclearly expreſſed, 

2, Hask him in the next place, Whe- 
ther xll Profeſſors or Saints by calling, are 
eo nomine to be admitted ro the Lords 
Supper; if ſo, then why doth he ſhure 
out children and diſtracted perſons, who 
are as truly Saints by calling, and profel- 
ſors as others. .Its apparent then that oat- 
ward profeſſion is not the ultimate rea- 
ſon of admiſſion, unleſs accompanied 
with ſatable knowledge and converſati- 
on, at leaſt viſibly z and that groſs ig- 
norance appearing, or a ſcandalous con- 
verſation, do fo far contradi& Mr.H, his 
outſide profeſſion, as to make that per- 
$109 E 3 ſon 
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ſon for preſent viſibly unworthy. 
3. ' Taking it for granted, that the 
Word and Sacraments are notes of a true 
viſible Charch, how doth it follow that 
ours are not true Churches, unleſs every 
particular member may partake of the 
Lords Supper? How many children and 
ſervants were in the daies of the Prelates 
kept from the Lords Supper, till they 
could give ſome tolerable account: of 
their faith, and of the nature and uſe 
of theSacrament ; yet never was ſuch a 
mad inference as this drawn from it, that 
therefore the Church of England was 
not a true viſible Church. And certainly, 
if chedeniall of ſome Church priwledge 
(though unjuſtly) were enough t9-un- 
Church a people, I ſcarce know where 
there is any one true viſible Churchin all 
the world. f 
4. Therefore let all the world take 
notice of the to0 too groſs fallacy of this  * 
Argument, The Word and Sacraments 
are notes of a true viſible Church ; Ergo, 
Without free admiſſion we have no true 
viſible Church. May not any ordinary 
capacity eaſily diſcern there are four 
tearms'in this Syllogiſme. - 4418 
The Syllogiſme ſhould run thus : The 


(3, Word 
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Word and Sacraments are eſſentiall notes 
of a true viſible Church ; Zygo, without 
che Word and Sacraments there is no 
true viſible Church: But that Mr. H, ſaw 
well enough would conclude nothing a- 
gainſt us, who ( bleſſed be God) have 
both Word and Sacraments, and there- 
fore in ſtead thereof (againſt the known 
rules of Logick) ,he ſhuffles in free Ad- 
miſſion into the concluſion, which was 
not at all in the premiſes. A clear evi- 
dence he is more skill'd in Sophiſtry then 
in Logick, and can better deceive then 
convince. :1SQH] 

If on the other hand, he will make 
free admiſſion to the Lords Supper an eſ- 
ſeatiall mark of a true-viſible Church ; 


\& bim ſee how he is confuted by the 


priQice of our Church under the Pre- 


y lates, in which many were kepofrom the 


Lords Supper , that were neither chil- 
dren, fools, nor excommunicated., and 
that without any prejudice tothe eſſence 
of ohr Churches, as was before inſtan- 
ced. Yea, the very Rubrick before the 
Communion in the Book of Common- 
Prayer, ſhews the fondneſs of this opi- 
nion; the Curate being there authorized 
co ſuſpend ſcandalous and malicious per- 
| E 4 ſons 


56 


A Bayre td free Admiſsion 
ſons, without (I hope) any prejudice to 
the true being of our Churches. Yea,the 
very Exhorcation in the Communion 
commands ſuch to bewail their fins, and 
not to come, leſt after the taking of the 
Sacrament, the Devil entred into them 
as he did into 7»das.. Now were it a duty 
for all tocome, thenwere it a ſia to for- 
bid any to come. 

Objeft. If yet he will objet, This 
praQice of ours, if it be not againſt the 
natore and eflence, yet its againſt the 
wellbeing of a true viſible Church, when 
the members chereof, or any of them, are 
denied their jult priviledges. 


Anſw. 1. True, if the Lords pgs 
were 2 priviledge due to all Mem ri 


but this is the thing to be proved on i; 
_ 


Humphrey. his part ; and: in the proof 
whereof (though his great Diana) he 
falls ſo exceeding ſhort. 

+ The well being of a Church con- 


ſits mych in its Government and-Diſci- 


pline, (of which not one word from Mr. 
H: in bis notes of a true viſthle Church) 
Good Government lies m the Geometri- 
call (not Axichmetical|l)4dminiftraton of 
priviledges. and Cenſizrts: the lowelt of 
which laſt ( Admonition) and the 
| 4 Ex- 


tothe Sacrament. 
(Excommunication) we have clear e- 
nough in the Scripture : bur becauſe Suf- 


, Penſion and the like, are not in tearms 


mentioned in Scripture, therefore Mr. H. 
will have it wholly expunyged ; as if be- 
cauſe a man wiltnot be gained by words, 
there wereno other way bur preſently to 
knock him on the bead. Certainly, 'he 
that puts the extreames, cannot deny the 


. middle from one extream to another. 


And as he who hath power of life and 
death, hath much more power to mula; 
impriſon, &c. fo the Church who bath 
power to excommunicate, hath much 
more power to ſuſpend, as being an in- 


\ feriour Cenſure, and but the way to that 


'ijghbeſt. Will Mr. H. deny, that the well 
eng of a Church lies much in irs puri- 
ty, and this in the knowledge and con- 
verſagion of the Members? and whether 
our way or hisconduce more to this, let 
all che world judge. Let Mr. H. tell me 
ingenuouſly, whether he would have all 
grolly ignorant perſonsexcommunicated? 
1 hope he is more charicable, and thinks 
they rather need inſtruction, And is not 
this previous triall before the Elderſhip 
uſed of purpoſe, that ignorant perſons 
might be put upon,enquiry afrer know- 
| ledge, 
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ledge, as ever they valuethe priviledge 
of: Sacramentall communion. Nor is the 
proper end of it excluſion from ,- but 
preparation of alf ſorts for the Sacra- 
ment, for which in few months (by Gods 
grace) we dare undertake to fit the mean- 
eſt, if they will be ruled by us. Contra, 
if Mr. H. his free Admiſſion obtain uni- 
verſally without check, ſee if in a few 
years 2 Chaos of darkneſs and ignorance 
do not overſpread the face of this glo- 

rious Church. But I ſee | muſt contra, 
For his confirmation of this argument 
from the parable of the field, &c. which 
he ſtiſes an invincible ſupport , pag-17. 
Alas poor man, how feeble muſt he needs 
be, when his beſt ſtrength is but weak+ 
neſs? If the Tares 'and Wheat muſt be 
ſeparated ill the day of judgement;then 
I pray what will become of Excommuni- 
cation ? Its apparent by the parable, 
I. That. the Tares were ſowen by the 
careleſneſs of the Servants, or other 
Church members, Afatth.13.25. 2. That 
the prohibition to take them away, was, 
not abſolute, but onely with a caution 
or proviſo, verſe 29. And in truth, ſo 
tender is the Lord of the Wheat, that he 
had rather many Tares ſhould tand,then 
| one 
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one ear of Corn ſhould be pluckt up. 


' Where therefore there is danger of 


wronging the wheat, better let the tares 
ſtand ; not. fo if we can ſeparate them 
without prejudice to, yea with advantage 
of the wheat : And therefore a bare 
ſuſpition is not enough to keep any from 
the Sacrament, but by groſs ignorance or 
ſcandall it muſt appear he is a tare, and 
not wheat, before he can be ſuſpended 
judicially, For as for negative ſuſpenſion 
before triall, that is not properly a .. 
Church Cenſure (no-more then the non- 
admitting of Infants or-diſtrated per- 
ſons) but onely a prudentiall-forbearing 
to. adminiſter the Lords . Supper to a 
perſon, till he have been approved as 
viſibly worthy, which yet may iſſue out 
intq a formall Suſpenſion, if any ſhall 
wilfully obtrude without triall,' or upon 
triall ſhall be found viſibly: unworthy, 
and yet will not be perſwaded to forbear 
til] bercer prepared, | 

For his inſtance of Chriſts converſe 
with Publicanes and ſinners ; it makes 
much for .us, and againſt himſelf. Such 
Publicanes and:finners' who-are not aſha. 
med publickly ro profeſs their repentance 
and bigh reſpe&sto Chriſt, ſhall be very 
'y welcome 
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welcome to us as the worthieſt receivers; 
but the queſtion is, Whether blinde and 
ſcandalous Pharifees ought to be admit- 
ted with theſe Publicanes and finners ? 
| For his grand inſtance 6f 7»das, it 
hath been already anſwered. Onely I 
cannot but ſtand amazed at his high 
flown confidence and cenſorionſneſs, 
pag.19. The evidence of which fa (he 
means of Chriſts admitting 7#das to 
receive the Lords Supper ) has ever 
appeared ſo fully te the Church, that this 
alone has been ground ſufficient ts deduce 
their right of free admiſſion ; and what need 
more indeed be urged, but that men when 
they are Willing not to ſee , Will let their 
hand ( pnt over their eyes) be enough to 
blinde them. | 
Anſv, 1, Sundry famous Lights in 
the Church beleeved this long before 
M.H, either preached or wrote, and yet 
thought .it not ground enough for free 
Admiſſion. But baply Mr, B. is fo chari- 
eable,as to judge not onely the reformed 
Churches, bur alſo the whole Church of 
Englaxd (ever fince the dawning of Re- 
formation after the Marian perſecution 
to this day) to have wilfully. put their 
hands over their eyes, and ogy to 
ave 
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have ſinned againſt their conſciences. We 
may well bear this ſharp cenſure with 
the more comfort and patience, conſider- 
ing we ſuffer with ſo good company. 

2. Sec you not how the vizard of 
humility falls off,and both his breath and 
pen ſavour rankly of pride inthis unchri- 
ſtian cenſure ? Were we as bad as Mr. F. 
would make us, we bad undoubtedly 
made a great progreſs in the high way to 
the (in againſt the holy Ghoſt, and deſer- 
ved our ſelves not onely to be ſuſpended, 
but alſo to be excommunicated, In the 
meantime I muſt be bold to tell Mr. H. 
thar he who takes upon himſelf co be ſo 
free an admitter of others, deſerves, I 
fear, more then ſuſpenſion for this his 
ſcandalous and wicked cenſure of the 
generality of the moſt pious perſons of all 
the reformed Churches, and particularly 
his own Nation. - 

Hts third reaſoy he takes from the nature 
of Chriſtian' communion and Church fel- 
lowſhip, which ought to be in charity, in 
humility, without judging every one eſteem« 
ing others better then themſelves, &c. 
eſpecially in the Minifter, Who ts to be gentle 
to all, ſuffering the evil ( <v:Yinavcs ) ro Win 
them by thts free way to repentance. Me 
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how impoſcible #u this, if We muſt go tocen- 
ſnring of mens Worthineſs and unworthi- 
neſs, preferring our ſelves, rejetting others? 
the ready Way to nothing but heart burnings 
and diviſions, as We have too ſadexperience 
already in moſt Congregations, 

Anſw. 1. When men are out of the 
right way once, whither will they not 
ramble? Raſh judgement and private 
judgement cannot ſtand with charity and 
humility (out of his own mouth J con- 
demn the man, who may well be ſtiled 
Maſter of Arts at raſh and private judg- 
ing,) ergo, true and publick judging 
cannot ſtand with charity and humilicy. - 
Doth he not in this deal with the 
Church, as ſome Anabaptiſts deal with 
the State, take away the Sword of Go- 
vernment, and fo make a fair bridge for 
univerſall Toleration. 

2. If there muſt be no judging in 
the Church , where then are Church 
Cenſures and Excommunication ? 

3. Epheſus 1s commended for trying 
and judging, Rev.2.2, and that ſhe could 
not bear thoſe that were evil, &c. and 
not therefore charged by Chriſt as proud 
or uncharitable. | 

4+ The Apoſtle x Cor.5.12,13. com- 

oh mands 
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mands them to judge Church Members, 
that is (in' Mr.H. his Language) to be 
proud and uncharitable, 

5. Do we deſire any more of the mea- 
neſt then we ſubmic co our ſelves; yea, 
co a farſtriRter triall then they are like to 
undergo? how then do we lift up our 
ſelves above them, or eſteem our ſelves 
better then they? 

6. Doth the gentleneſs required in a 
Miniſter, forbid him tory and inſtru 
his people? I thought gentleneſs there 
required, had been rather a qualification 
then a prohibition of Miniſteriall triall. 

- 7. Doth avri#ixzazs there ſignifie a 
ſuffering the people -in their ſins, that 
Miniſters ſhould be dumb dogs, and 
drowſie ſhepherds, ſuffering the ſheep 
toramble as they pleaſe, and the ſwine 
to wallow as they pleaſe, &c, and admit 
them to the ſame priviledges with the 
beſt > Such a Miniſter may well be 
counted a good fellow, but ſure Chriſt 
will never reckon him for a good and 
faithfull ſhepherd. Doth Mr. Hamphrey 
think the way to bring to repentance, is 
co ſuffer them in their ſins ? ot that there 
is No Way to reduce them, but either 
admonition or excommunication ? May 
nor 
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not perſons be won by deniall of ſome 
priviledges due to regular members, 'if 
they have not loft all ſpirituall inge- 
nuity e 


8. That hereby heart burnings and _ 


diviſions are occaſioned, blame not this 
excellent courſe, which of its own nature 
is a means of loveand unity by the mu- 
ruall communication of Paftor and 
Flock, Elders and People, in gifts and 
graces : but the pride of moſt, and igno- 
rance or prejudice of ſome well meaning 
people, who will not ſubmit to this eaſie 
yoke, P/al.2.1,3. Matth.11.29, nor do 
confider, that the ruling Elders are 
either eleted or eligible, 1. By them- 
ſelves. 2. Out of themſelves. 3, For 
their advantage, to allay the power of 
Miniſters, who if ſole Judges of Sacra- 
mentall worthineſs, might at leaſt be 
under a temptation to wrong weaker 
Chriſtians, and through paſſion or pre- 
judice to keep chem away, whom Chrift 
would have to be admitted. 

9. If by trying and judging others, 
we prefer our ſelves before others, then 
. there mult be no trying or judging of 
any inthe Church ;quite contrary to the 
Scripture, and the power of the Keyes 

Sven 
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civen to Church- Officers, Beſides, let 
the Reader further take notice.of the 
uncharitableneſs of this man. 7. In char- 
ging us to prefer our ſelves before others. 
True indeed, what the Apoſtle faith of 
bleſſing, Heb.y.7. that may we of triall 
and judgement, The Trier and Judge is 
in that at above him that is tried and 
jadged : but did we prefer our ſelves 
ro this ſuperiority ? or were wecalled co 
it both by Civil! and Ecclefiaſticall An- 
_ thority ? Doth not Mr, Humphrey try and 
judpe others in the exerciſe of his Mini- 
ltry, doch he therefore prefer himſelf 
above his, people? indeed jf he ran be- 
fore he Was ſent, well may he bear that 
charge. But we challenge Mr, Humphrey 
and all the world, ro name any among os 
who take npon chem to try or judge 
others , before they were called to that 
Office. Ler him take heed leſt in this 
raſh cenſure he be nor like Corah and his 
company, N«mb.16.3. 

3. Toload us the more, he brands us 
in the cloſe with the odions chagpe of 
rejeftting others, 2s 1f thar were all che 
work of the Presbyrtery, to 6t and rejeRt 
their brethren. He: ++ es no notce How 
many are admitted, eo the nucuall _ 
ort 
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fort and edification of themſelves: and 
thoſe. who are over them in the Lord, 
who bleſs God for the care our Builders 
take in purging and repairing Gods 
Houſe and the new 7er»/a/em, however 
oppoſed and diſcouraged -by Sanballar, 
Tobiah, and other Samaritans : and I 
wiſh roo many ( Ihopereall Zews ) did 
not too much correſpond with them, | 
Neb,6.17,18,19. I am ſure Mr. Humphrey 5 
by this unhappy book of his, hath done 
Sanballat and Tobiah more ſervice then 
either Nehemiah or Ezra, the Lord for- 
give him... 

Page 20- For amplification of his third Argu- 
ment, he preſents the example of the 
Phariſee and Pablicane ; and infinuates 
that we at leaſt &» &/ aR the Phariſee. 

Anſw, 1. How doth it follow, that by 
triall of others we think better of our 
ſelves then of others, as the Phariſee did 
here ? His judgement was purely private. | 
2. Without any triall : Ours is publick, 
upon juſt and indifferent triall, whereby 
often we are brought co think better of 
others, worle of our ſelves, but never 
te think better of our ſelves then others, 
whom yet in ſome caſes we dare not ad- 
mit, fince its poſſible one really worthy 1 
may 


\ 
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may- be ſuſpended , and another onely 
viſibly worthy may be admitted; fince 
in this, as well as other trials, che Elder- 
ſhip muſt proceed only ſecundum allegata 
& probata, and he who is worthy per- 
ſonally, may be unworthy diſpoſicively, 
And here again he chargerh us with 
ſuperſticion and uncharitableneſs, becauſe 
we will not admit ll freely ; as'if there 
were no Meane between profaneſs and 
ſuperſtition, between charity and licen- 
tiouſneſs. a 

His ſecond ini ance for amplification, 
is from Z«k,5.31,32. ( the quotaridn is 
miſtaken by his Printer, and che ſenſe by 


himſelf) wherein Chriſt is repreſented 


as 2 Phyſician onely of che fick, and came 
to call, not che righteous, bur ſinners. 
AnſW. 1. What is this againſt us who 
make it our deſign to admit none but 
ſuch ſick ones and (inners as Chriſt did? 
2. It makes much againſt himſelf, if 
he will urge it in order to the Sacrament; 
fince its evident Chriſt here makes 2 
diſtinRion and feparation ; and 1. Would 
not have all admitted ; and 2, In -parti- 
cular he rejects ſoundand righteous ones; 
namely that were ſo in their own conceit, 
and fuch were moſt of the: Phariſees: 
2 | F 2 and 
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and do we ſuſpend any others then thoſe 
who ate wiſer-in their own eyes then 
ſeven men char can render a reaſon, and 
fitter for the Lords Supper (if themſelves 
may be judges) then the belt of the ap- 
proved or approvers ? | 

Pag.22, His third inſtance is Fohy 8. 
fromthe woman taken in adultery, ac- 
cuſed by the Phariſees, but not con» 
demned by our Saviour. 

Anſw. I. Doth this man take the 
Scripture for a noſe of wax, that he 
perverts it ſo groſly, either through 
;1gnorance, inſtability, or prejudice? (to 
fay no worſe) what is this to our Sacra- 
mentall triall? The Phariſees came to 
trap Chriſt 'with a praccall caſe and 2 
civill caſe, Fohn 8.5,6, Had Chriſt big 
them ſtone her, he had been accuſed to 
the Romans as ſtirring the Jews up roa& 
the ſapreme power which was taken from 
them by the Romans ; ſee oh» 18. 31. 
Had he forbid thera to ſtone her, h: had 
been (landered to the Jews, as an enemy 
to, and contradiftor of the Law of 
HMeſes. ''Our Savieur at firſt waves an- 
—_—___ ſo captious. a queſtion, ver.6. 
But when that would nor ſatisfie their 
malicious importunity, he gives them ſ6 
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wiſe an anſwer, as 1: He avoyded beth 

extreams; and 2. He caught them who 

came to catch him ; And for the woman, 
though he condemn not her perſoneither 

to civill death, as being no civill Judge, 

LZuk.12.14 nor eternally, as not coming 
(in the ſtate of humiliation) to deſtroy, 
but to ſave, L«k.9.56. Fohbs 1 1.47, yet be 
condemns her fin, and gives her good 
counſel, Fob» 8.11. What is this toour 
keeping perſons viftibly unworthy from 
the Sacrament,and that by juſt authority 
ina publick and judiciall way ? I wonder 
this man doth not now condemn the 
civill Magiſtrate for executing adulterers, 
inceſtuous perſons, Sodomites, &c. which 
Chriſt and his Apoſtles would nor, 1 Cor. 
5.1,6,9,11. onely they judged them ſpi- 
ritually,ſhewed chem the danger of thoſe 
ſins, and Gods mercy in pardoning and 
purging them. Arenot many juſtly cur 
off beth by the Civill and Ecclefiaſticall 
Sword, whom. yet Chriſt, as abſolute 
Lord of life and death, may pardon ? 
Shall not mando juſtice, becauſe Chriſt 
ſhews mercy ? Had this woman been 
ſtoned to death, had that been any barre 
ro Chrifts Pardon ?. The moſt righteous 
Judge in the world is confcious of the 
F 3 ſeeds 


CA Barre to free. Admiſcion 
ſeeds of inceſt, murder, &c. 'in himſelf; 
ſhall he. nor therefore condemn ſuch 
perions legally convicted before him? 
The moſt pious Miniſter or Church Of- 
ficer is conſcious of the like, ſhall he 
not therefore either ſuſpend or excom- 
municate ſuch perſons, when legally 
convented and convicted upon juſt triall? 
David himſelf was aQually guilty both 
of murder and adultery, was it ever after 
unlawfull for him as a King and Judpe, 
to condemn ſuch perſons? Indeed the 
conſciouſneſs of our own weakneſs and 
guilt, ſhould make us put forth ſuch as 
with abundance of ſelf-refletion and 
picy to ſuch offenders, but hath nor the 
leaſt ſhew of warrant co root vp or make 
void the power of triall and judgement, 
either in Church or State. Fooliſh pitty 
mars a City in this caſe, ſhall the woolf 
be ſpared to worry the (ſheep? If ſuch 
pity be not the greateſt craelry both co 

ſoul and body, I know not what is. 
Pag.22, Hs fourth reaſon ariſes from 
the vanity, formality, and impoſſibility of 
ſeleFing people ro this Ordinance, For put 
the caſe you Will have a gathered company, 
1 pray when do you account tobe fit and 
worthy receivers * 5f not all that make pro- 
| | feſſion 
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feffion as we do mixtly, then thoſe only that 
have an intereft in Chriſt; and ave true 
Believers. Well, but how will you be ablb 
to know them? T he heart of man ts deceitfull 
above all things, Who can know it ? And if 
we can hardly diſcover our own hearts, how 
ſhall we ever diſcern others ? So that all will 
come but ts thoſe that have the faireſt ſhew, 
thoſe that ſeem ſuch ; and you cannot be 
ſecured but there may be and will be ſome 
hypocrites ; and ſo thu true partaking, as 
all one body and one blood, in ſuch a mixt 
communiex 44 You pretend, vaniſhes, and 
there can be ne ſuch matter. But now if 
men here ſtand upon a formall parity, and 
will have the outward pureſt Church they 
can, they go to ſeparating again ( as we 
havug daily teſtimony ) till they are quite 
ſeparated one from another ; even as in the 
peeling of an onyon, Where you may peel and 
peel till you bave brought all to nothing, 
unleſs to a few teares perchance, with which 
the eyes of good men muſt needs run over in 
the doing. 

Anſw. 1. Here Mr. Hamphrey thinks 
he hath us faſt: But let me intreathim 
not to boaſt before he put off his harneſs. 
And that both himſelf and others: may 
ſee how wide he roves from the nmrk, 
0 F 4 we 
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we ſhall deny both his Extreams , and 


tell him chat neither bare profeflion on 
the one hand, nor truth of grace on the 


© - other hand, is the rule we walk by in 


admitting perſons to the Sacrament, if 
conſidered quatexws. Could not all the 
art Mr. Humphrey hath, think of medium 
participation, between theſe two ex- 
treams, which will do very good ſervice 
for his conviction and our juſtification ? 

1. Therefore let him know, that we 
look at his rule of bare profeſſion, as a 
very looſeprinciple, which will open a 
door not onely for the wickedeſt yar- 
lets, as murderers, &c. but alſo for chil- 
dren 2nd fools, conirary to his own 
principles, now in print. Ard indeed, if 
bare profeſſion were enough to warrant 
admiflion to the Sacrament, how dares 
Mr, Humphrey excommunicate any bap- 
tized perſon, though he be the wickedeſt 
villain that ever 7yb#r» groaned for, 
ſince eventhe worſt of them are profeſ- 
ſors, as well as the trueſt Nathazae! ? 
Therefore ſay we, Profeſſion, if joyned 
with ſafhiciency of knowledge in funda- 
mentals,: and futable praQtice-in conver- 
fation, ;at leaſt negatively, that there be 
no evidence againſt 2 perſon, as living 
IN | j 1 | after 
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after conviction in a known {in ; this is 

the rule we walk by in admiſſion to the 

Sacraments ; though withall, we do not 

negleR inquiry after truth of grace, ſo 

far as may ſtand with charity. 

2. Let him and the world know, that 
eruth of grace in the heart on the other 
hand is not our rule of admitting tothe 
Lords Supper. The reaſon is, becauſe 
we cannot admit divers perſons, though 
we ſhould infallibly know they had truth 
of grace ; as 1. Children and fools, di- 
vers of whom undoubtedly have truth 
of prace in their hearts ; and that becauſe 
they, cannot examine themſelves, nor 
diicern the Lords body according to the 
rule of che Apoſtle, 1 Cor.11.28,29. Nor 
- 2, Such, who though they have truth of 
grace, yer fall into ſome fon! and ſcan- 
daſous fin, for which they deſerve ex- 
communication it ſe}f, and much more 
ſuſpenſion , which is but an inferiour 
degree of excommunication. -As truth 
of grace cannot excuſe a manfrom death, 
if he be a murderer, &c. fo neither can 
it excuſe him from Church Cenſures, if 


he be foully ſcandalous, eſpecially if . 


wilfull; which yet for a time may ſtand 
with eruth of grace; witneſs Aſa, 2 Chr. 
"" IGe 
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16-10,12+ Doth not Mr. Humphrey know 
that a perſon babitually worthy maybe 
aQually unworthy ? or that a perſon ifi+ 
viſibly unworthy may be viſibly worthy ; 
and contra? Nid he never hcar of. the 
worthineſs of perſon and the worthineſs 
of preparation, viſible worthineſs' and 


reall worthineſs ? ' Reall and compleat - 


worthineſs (I mean as to irs parts, when 
a perſon hath grace. and in ſome meaſure 
of truth labours to fit himſelf ) is onely 


knownto God : outward or viſible wor- + 


thineſs may be known to man by due 
ſearch and triall, accompanied with cha- 
rity and prudence, in which better to 
fail on che right hand then on the left ;, 
and where we ſee competent knowledge 
and bave nothing'ro objet agairiſt *q 
mans converſation, the perſon prefeſlin 

his univerſall ſubjeftion. to Chriſt, = 


deſire to receive for his further edificati- * 


on, the Elderſhip ought to give ſuch a 
onethe right hand of fellowſhip. And 
ſhould he afterwards be uncaſed, the 
ſame power of the Keyes which admitted 
him, caneither ſuſpend or excommuni- 
cate him, according to the demerit of his 
carriage. . 

And whereas he objeQs, That do what 
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wean, hypocrites will creep in: That 
. we eafily grant, but-its nothing to his 

purpoſe, ſince not hypocrites ſimply, but 
hypocrites as uncaſed, or godly men as 
groſſy extravagant, are the obje& of 
Cliarch Cenſnres. The beſt uſe therefore 
can be made of his -peel'd onyon, is to 
draw tears from his own and others eyes 
for rheſe extravagant diſcourſes of his, 
whereby he hath (as much as in him lies) 
troubled che Church, bindred Reforma- 
tion, ſtrengthened the bands of thewick- 
ed, and ſadned the hearts of the righte- 
ous, whom God hath not made fad, 
Euck.13, 22, Had we the peeling of his 


., Oonyon, we would take off onely the skin, 


zhd make good uſe of the pulp, either 
for food, ſauce,or medicine. And ſo much 
good do him with his Onyon, whether 
he feed upon it, or weep over it. 

Pag.:3. Hu fifth reaſon he gathers from 
the uniformity of the ſervice of God, 1 fall 
other Wor ſhip lies in common, it 1 an in- 
#renchment upon the common liberty, to put 
an encloſure upon the Sacrament. 

Anſw. 1, Let him anſwer himſelf , if 
all other worſhip lie in common(for chisI 
ſuppoſe he means by uniformity) for chil- 
dren and diſtrated perſons (unleſs they 

trouble 
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trouble the Congregation ) why doth 
Mr. H. encloſe the Lords Supper from 
them? Let him extricate himſelf, and 
then ſee if we come not out at the ſame 

p. Where hath Chriſt ;» termins for- 
bid children and diſtracted perſons to 
receive? If Mr.H. can exclude them by 
conſequence, the ſame or like conſe- 
quence will ſerve us to exclude divers 
farmore unfit to receive then either of 
them. - 

2-';/Muſt all Divine Service be laid in 
comnien, becauſe moſt parts of it are? 
Why then not all time, becauſe fix parts 


of timeare ſo? why notall places and © 


perſons, becauſe many are ? Let us bleſs 
God ſo much of his Service lies in com- 
mon, and not quarrell that all lies not.in 
common, fince the beſt are unworthy 
that any part of Gods Worſhip ſhould 
liein common. 

3. There is no part of Gods Worſhip 
ſo encloſed, but all perſons of age and 


Aiſcretion may injoy it, if the fault be 


not their ewn, and that upon very ho- 


nhourable and equall, yea eafie conditi- 


ons. . 

| 4. As in every Ordinance ſome part 

is in common, ſome part incloſed, ſo-is 
pe 


4 « 
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it inthe Sacrament. In every Ordmance 
a great parc of the Letter 'is common to 
all, the.ſpirir of it is incloſed. In prayer 
I can bleſs God for truth of' grace 
wrought in ſome, but can I without ly- 
ing praiſe him for true grace wrought in 


. all? Inpreaching che Miniſter ought to | 


apply ſome commands univerſally, others 


ro ſuch and ſuch ſtates, conditions, and 


ſexez ; threatnings to 'obſtinate finners, 
promiſes tothe penirent, &c. Is not here 
a plain incloſure? If all parts of prayer 
or preaching be not applicable ts all, 
ſhall all parrs of the Sacrament be appli- 
cable to all > We deny not bucall may be 
preſent at the exhortation, conſecration, 
adminiſtration ; ' but the queſtion! is, 
Whether all: may: actually receive, and 
whether the ſeal may be applied ro:them 
to whom the Covenanc of grace i» /tats 
quois viſibly inapplicable. 

Hereby alſo will appear the weakneſs 
< on be adds by way of amplification, 

Al the commands of God wdiverſall ? 

oh not (Do this) alſo ? 

Anſw, 1. Many commands of God 
are not univerſall, as was ſhewed before; 
and why then may not this be of chac 
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2. If this command of aQuall recei 
ving be univerſall, why doth himſelf lj- 
mit it by excluding ſome perſons? | 

3+ Then it were aſinfor the Miniſter - 
or any other to perſwade any to forbear 
the 'Sacrament , though he came with 
his hands imbrewed in blood, or aRually 
drunk, 'or played the part of Zimrs or 
Cosby in the face of the Congregation 
immediately before the Sacrament : For 
neither can my wickedneſs, nor the per- 
ſwafion of any creature, looſe the bands 
of an univerſall command. Were'lI cer- 
tain this were Mr. H. his judgement, as I 
have ground co ſuſpeR from what he de» 
livers pag.7. haply I might ſay more to 
him; but ill then I ſhall forbear. 

What further he objects is truth, That 
an unregenerate man ſfinsin every ſervice 
and dnty, yet muſt not thereupon plead a 
quietus eſt from ſervice: but there is nor 

ar rarioin order to receiving, 1. Becauſe 
ts not every mans duty to receive. 2, Be- 
cauſe other duties, though finfally by 
him performed (inſtance Narcicularl in 
bearing the.Word preached ) may be 
means of his:converſion, not ſo the Sa- 
cramenc_unworthily received ; of which 
more hereafter. 
| In 
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In the ſame Page be throws his glove, 
firſt ro the Independents, then: to the / 
Presbyterians. To the former in' theſe 
words :. 

Let our Independents anſwer, Why do 
Jon allow a Syntax in the whole Service of 
God beſides, and bring in a Quz genus of 
Anomala's and Heteroclites onely at this 
Ordinance ? 

Anſ. 1. The Independents aremuch 
beholding to him for his favourable opi- 
nion of them, as good Proficients in 
'Chriſts School, They are good Gramma- 
rians indeed, if they have perfeted the 
Chriſtian Grammar ſo, asto leave in it 
but one Anomalum or Heteroclite: 

2. I think its rather spra»dam ithen 
credendam, that they allow a Syxtaxs in 
the whole Service of God beſides. 

+ 3, Yet as to free admiſſion in order 
_ unto preſence at all Ordinances, I be- 
leevethey (as well as we) allow a [ynax 
in the whole worſhip of God. 

4. Heteroclites and Anemala's are no 
more abſurd in Worſhip, then they are in 
Grammar, As no rule in Grammar but 
. bath its exception, ſo-no part of Worſhip 
but hath irs incloſure. Of which aftet- 
wards. 

And 
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And therefore though 1 cannot juſtifie 
any of. the Independents in 1eparating 


from our Congregations, yet if in exclu-: 


ding from the Lords Supper perſons viſi- 
bly unworthy, they a& upon the ſame 
principles with us; in ſo doing, though 
they bring in a Quz genus of Anomalaes 
and Hettroclites at the Lords Snpper, yet 
they violate not the Syxtax of Divine 
Wortfhip. If they walk by other rules or 
principles not warranted, let them plead 
for themſelves, I am not of their Coun- 
ſell.  * 

But for his challenge to the Presbyteri- 
ans (or atleaft ſome of them) How we 
can admit of children as Members of the 
viſible Chaurch ( being born of Chriſtian 
Parents ) unto Bapriſme, and yes turuaway 
the Parents of thoſe childvew from the S$a- 
crament ? T hoſe that have gone about to 
anſwer this, had bitter haply have ſaid o- 
thing : for Our free courſe of Baptiſme and 
a deniall of ths, is ſuc a ſeam-rent as 
Will never be handſomely drawn #p, though 
ftitcht together. Nevertheleſs in yeclding 
the one, they bave granted the other. 

Amnſw. :1. How can. Mr. H. admitthe 


children themſelves to Baptiſme, and yet. 


deny them the Lords Supper? if herein 
he 
[ 


F 
| 


tothe Sarrament, 
he a& by faith, let bim ſhew 2 Divine 
Precept by which he excludes chem, IF 
he bring a proof by conſequenee, let him 
conſider if thatior 4 like conſequence wilb 
not exc]ude others (as well as an 
for whom he keeps the door open, © 

2. Howcan himſelf admit children to 
Baptiſme, and yer excludes their parents 
from the Lords Supper ? If the parents 
of a child baptized be either diſtracted or 
excommunicated , Mr. H, being Judge, 
thay ought not to be xImitted to the 
Evrds Supper ; whereby its apparent,that 
even in Mr.H, his judgement, the childes 
baptiſme is no neceſſary medium roprove 
the Parents muſt be admitted to the 
Lords Supper ; which yet he urgeth a- 
gainſt us, but forgets how . he wounds 
himſelf with the fame weapon. 

3, To come cloſer to the Objection z 
ewo things by way of anſwer are very 
conſiderable, 1. That we clear and ju- 
ſtifie the promiſcuous baptizing of chil- 


dren of Chriſtian Parents, be the Parents 


chemſelves never ſo unworthy.-''2. That 
the promiſcuous admiſſion- of children 
ro Baptiſmes, is no ground for the pros 
miſcuous admiſſion of their parents £6 
the Lords Supper. 

G For 
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For the firſt of theſe : We admit chil- 
dren to Baptiſme, 1. By vertue of their 
remote parents, who may be good 
though their immediate parents be bad, 
AQs 2.39- The: promiſe 14 made to you 
and to your children, and to all that are 
afar* off, 8&c. To your children indefi- 
nitely, not to your next children onely. 
Which is yet more evident by comparing 
Levit.26.45. & Micahy.2o. where the 
Covenant of Anceſtors and Parents ex- 
tends to the children for many geneyg- 
tions, till the children themſelves in pets 
ſon renounce the Covenant. This, alfo 
is hinted in the Text under the notion 


.of them that are afar off , which is ex- 


tendable not only to remoteneſs of place 
or of ſtate, but alſo to remoteneſs of 
time ; that is, as Bez4 notes, to your 
children in remote ages tocome, Omys- 
bus longe poſt futuris. Nor is it in phe 
Ociginall Tos paxpezy , but Tos 6&5 porpey, 
The Gentiles were % waxpar, Epbeſe2.17. 
and ſo oppoſed: to «: i105 ; but future 
generations are % 45 paxpzy, In this par- 
ticular; mercy triumphs over juſtice, in 
that God who puniſhes the parents ſin 
to the fourth generation, extends Co- 
yenant-mercy t0a thouſand generations, 

E xod. 
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Ex0d.20, ver.5,6. Nor was:Peter: delign 
here to foretell the calling'of the Gen- 
tiles, but co incourage his Auditors to. 
faith and repentance ; ſince - (as Bezs 
well notes upon the place ) the myſtery 
of the Gentiles yotation was not yet 


known to Peter himſelf, nor was expe= 


dient to be revealed to theſe new Con- 
verts, had he known it never ſo well. 
As the Covenant of Adaw, fo the Co- 
venant of Abraham ; as the, Covenant 
of Works, ſo the Covenant of Grace is 


| mmqre ro n= generations ; and 
here the root is ho 


ly, there not only 

the immediate, but alſo the moſt re» 

mote branches are federally holy, Row. 

LI. 16, and that whether the branches 
be naturall or ingrafted, ver.17. 

2+ Children may be admitted by ſti- 

pulation of others toſee them educated 


' inthe faith into which they are baptized, 


be. the parents themſelves never ſo wic= 
ked, yea excommunicated, yea Papilts; 
and thus baſtards and foundlings may 
be baptized, See Ameſims his Caſes, 116.4; 
cap. 27. Nay upon this account divers , 
learned men very probably conceive; 
that even Heathen children- may be 
baptized, if once taken into a Chriſtian 

G3 '  Fanily, 
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Family,- where the Governovr 6r Go- 
vernours/undertake for their Chriſtian 
education, and they are- out of 'the po- 
wer of their Heathen iparents; for by 
being: members of | a- Chriſtian Family, 
they are 'made members of the vifible 
Church, as:civill, chough-nort naturall 
children of | Chriſtians. - F am: ſare this 
Doarine 'is' conſonant. to the Analogy 
of Circumeiſion, Gene/. 1715. where not 
onely the childe born in the houſe, but 
alſo boaght with money, was to be 
circutnciſed, yea bought of ſtrangers, ns 
not of theſeed of Abraham, as is exprf 
and evident in the Text,- Thus an fle 
then bornin- the houſe,” or boypht wit 
money might eat of the holy things, 
Levitt | | \ 

3- Thereis ſomething ' conſiderable in 
the immediate parents, which makes 
their children capable of Baptiſme ; and * 
1. Though they tranſgreſs, 'yer they do 
not renounce the Covenant ( as Turks 
do.) 2. They are Members of the viſible 
Church till excommunicated, and why \ 
ay not ie oh be admitted to the 
ame'priviledge the parents yet injoy ? 
provided their tender age be 7 apable bf 
that priviledge ; and children are as ca- 

| pable 


...f0 the Sucrament, ' | 
pable of Buptiſme as they Were. of Cir- | 
cumciſion, both being paflixve'Ordinan- 
ces. p 211 38097 12:7 
The ſecondehing tobedgleared is, That 
the promiſcuous admiflion, of- children 
to Baprtiſme, . is no ground forithe pro- 
miſcuous admiſſion of thejr, parents to 
the Lords Supper., This is-evident, 1.Be- 
cauſe more is required ro make 1:perſon 
capable of the .Lords Supper, ;theg an 
Infant capable of Baptiſme., + - ! ; 
2, Perſonall unworthinefs may eaſily 
ppear in the parent, which cannot ap- 
Petrin the 'nfang. - £65 
3. It is not imple memberſhip gives 
atvimimediate right £o.che-Lorxds Supper : 
andcherefore though. the parents mem- 
berfhipdo regularly make! the.childe ca- 
pable of Church memberſhip «(and fo 
give it a right to:Baptiſme) yetneither his 
©wn nor his childes Church memberip 
canmake the parent. capable of the Lords 
Supper,a priviledge not for eyeryChugch 
member,but for.a viſibly worthy;Charch 
member. Suppoſe the fame:perſon.(7T- 
methy for inſtance.) baptizedrregularly 
in his riper years, 'yea and admitted to 
the Lords Supper alſo, as viſibly worthy : 


aftetwards he walks ſcandaloullyz- be is 
G3 1. Ad- 
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1. Admoniſhed. 2. Suſpended. 3. If per- 
fiſting obſtinate, diſmembred. 1 beſeech 
you what irregular proceeding is here? 

4+ Therefore if the promiſcuous ad- 
miſſion of children to Baptiſme is no 
ground for their own promiſcuous ad- 
miſfionto the Lords Supper, much leſs 
is the promiſcuous admiſſion of children 
to Baptiſme, any ground of their parents 
promiſcuous admiſſion to the Lords Sup- 
per. The parent gives to his child what 
himſelf bath, namely Church member- 
ſhip, but cannot thence claim whag'js 
the priviledge of a worthy Church mem- 
ber, namely' Sacramentall Communion. 
The fon of a Jew or Proſelyte ( beitip 
clean) might eat of the Paſſeover, when 
at the ſame time the father (in whoſe 
right the childe was circumciſed) being 
unclean,might not partake of that Sacra- 
ment. A Prieſts ſon or daughter mighr-in 
cheir fathers right (being clean) ear: of 
the holythings : when at the ſame time 
the father himſelf (being unclean) was 
forbid to eat of them, -. Compare Levit. 
Io. 14. Numb. 18, 11, & -Levit. 22. 4,6. 
There'is par ratio of morall pollutions. 
A wicked parent who deſerves the high- 
eft degree of excommunication, yet being 
a 


to the $ acr ament.. 


a Church member, his childe ſhall be 
baptized in his right, and by Baptiſme 
be ſolemnly admitted into the priviledge 
of Church memberſhip, which yet the 
father injoyes ; when at the ſame time 
the father ſhall be debarred the privi- 
ledge of a worthy Church member 
namely, Sacramentall communion at the 
Lords Table. The parents foederall ho- 
lineſs ſhall benefic his childe at the very 


ſame time when his antifaederall wicked- 


neſs ſhall prejudice himſelf. 

"There is then no ſeamrent in our pra- 
Qites or principles, unleſs it bein Mr.H. 
his brain, which if we can neither draw 
nor ſticch, well may it be our ſorrow, 
but we truſt it ſhall never be our ſia, 

In his third Edition, pag. 25. he makes 
an addition to fortifie his fifth reaſon, by 
impeaching us, That by urging our form 
as neceſſary, We violate a branch of Chri= 
ftian liberty , equalizing Ordinances of 


which humane Ordinances, though Wwe might 


ſubmit to as prudentiall oxely, yet be dares 
not ſuffer them to creep into the ſeat of God, 
namely conſcience, Its ill putting Gods 
Worſhip upon ſtilts, leſt by ſeeking to ad- 
wance it higher , -- grove it «fl into 

-4 


MWger om 


men,Col.2.18,20. with Divine Ordinances; | 
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dangerous foruples and diviſions. 
' AnſW. 1+» Letthe Reader take notice 
that (in Mr. HZ. his judgement ) the put- 
ting of a barre to free adntiffion'is an 
humane, not x Diyine Ordinance. Could 
we be of his faith, we would be more 
againſt rhis barre then himfelf is. We 
bleſs God that an humane ' Ordinance 
doth -civilly or ecclefiaſtically back a 
Divine Ordinance, but like not the pre(- 
fing of humane inventions upon confci- 
ence, eſzecially in Divine Worſhip, , 

3 Weak him,whether his excludibg 
of Infants and diltrated- perſons, be a 
Divine Ordinance ? If ſo, Iet us ſee his 
patent out of Scripture eitherin tearms 
or by conſequence; and if the very ſame 
orx like Divine Patent do not exclude all 
perſons viſibly unworthy, :wefhall be 'of 
Mr. H. his Religion, to #dmir all vell 
mell, | A 
1, 3. Suppoſing the barre to free admif- 
fion had been only a prudentiall humane 
Ordinance, tfay Mr. Haniphrey had done 
God and the- Church more' ſervice in 
ſubmitring coit, then in Giſputing againſt 
It ; lince r. As a prudeiitiall-it is'not-4 
Sainſt the rule of Scriptare; 2 And there- 
fore might by- conſequetice! be Geduced 
was from 
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| from Scripture ; as 2 thing 1, Lawfull. 


2/Expedient. 3:Comimanded by tawfull 
authority, Civall.and Eccleſiaſticall,. yea 
inthe very times of the Prelates.' And if 
the -fawfuil commands of Superiours 
(cterss paribus] te. not obligatory to 
conſcience, let: Me. H. rafe our the fifth 
Commandment. 

4. We put Gods Worſhip 1 no- more 
upon ſtilts then bimſelf doth, excluding 
onely perſons that are viſibly uncapable 
of rhe Lords Supper; and if diſtracted 
perfons are uncapable in his judgement, 
ſcahdalous perſons are more uncapablein 
ottr judgement..'Therefore in his Rejoyn= 
der let him eirher juſtifie us, or condemn 
himſelf. 

Hu ſixth and laft Aremiveanail FO 
from hu innocenty 1 free admiſſion, and 


-chat apon a fixfok$þ account 2:1 Bucauſe 


thertin he doth but his duty. 
Anſv. This isbut peritioprincipis, che 
241 thing to be proved, efpecially if-be 


lay it down as a gooey: rute: for all 


Miniſters, 

2+ Becauſe he hath ho. powered mrs aWay 
"oy 

Anſw. 1 take this for one af the trueſt 


paſſages inall his book, 'upon' niſappoſcion 


that 
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that he hath no Presbytery ſettled in his 
Congregation, But little doth Mr. H. : 
conſider how this concefſion makes a» | 
gainſt himſelf, and ſabverts a main argu- 
ment of his, drawn from the example of ' 
#udas : For ſuppoſing him to have been | 
viſibly unworthy,' yet ſay we, Chriſtas a * 
Miniſter had no juridicall power to turn | 
him or apy other away, fince he could | 
not legally be both Judge and Witneſs; ' 
and there being then no Presbytery con- 
Kituted to try unworthy Receivers by. 
Which alſo at this day is the caſe of moſt ' 
Pariſhes in Exg/and, And for my dwn 
part, I: much doube whether a Miniſter 
by his own power can exclude any 
Church member from the Sacrament, 

3» Becauſe he hopes the beſt of all. 

Avuſw. 1.Sodid the Angel of Epheſus, 
who yet tried and uncaſed the falſe Apo- 
ſles, Rev.2.2,4. 2. So did the Apoſtle 
Paul, who yet commanded Chriſtians to 
mark and ayoid unworthy Church mem- 


bers, Rom.16.17. & 1 Cor.5-11.& 2 Theſſ. 


3.14,15- 3, So muſt Mapiſtrates, yet I 
hope they may and do condemn Malefa- 


ors. 4. If this be a good argument, 
may not Mr, H. as well conclude, I hope 
the bet of all, therefore I will excom- 


municate 


( 


- thebeſt, yet it is not 
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municate' none. —_ charity hope 
ark blinde; and 
I think its no mean point of charity to 
prevent the raine of many poor ſoules, 
who ruſh on headlong to contra the 
guilt of the Body and Blood of the Lord, 
4. Becauſe he knows God can turn even 
the worſt at thus Ordinance if he pleaſe. 
Anſw. 1. Suppoſe a ſcandalous Pro- 
feſſor actually converted by the prece- 
ding exerdſes at the Sacrament, this is 
rot ground.enough far the Church to 
-permit him at chat time to receive, ſince 
the rule they walk by is viſible worthi- 
neſs. 2. The queſtion is not what abſo- 
Jutely God cando, but what God doth 


, or hath undertaken to do«:: Let Mr. H. 
- ſhew one premiſe or preſident for ſo 
. much as one;perſoncoming to the Lords 


Supperin the ſtate of nature, and con- 
verted by it or at it. 3. Whatever any 
may be by the exhortation, &c. at the 
Sacrament, yet the main queſtion is, 
Whether any be converted by aQuall 
receiving the outward Elements, who 
-immediately before receiving was uncon- 
'verted, A* promiſe or preſident in this 
kinde will be much co the z but 
till then, we muſtcrave pardonif we hold 
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not freeadmiſſion/in order: to participa- 
tron, : chiough wethall not deny free ad- 
miflion-in oxder to univerſal{ preſence at 
rhe whote Service. - Prove actuall recei- 
ving aiconverting Ordinance ,. and we 
ſhall'be!as zealous for free admiſſion as 
Mr.H.canbe. 

5. Becauſe be endevwonre his utmoſt de 
Jare that wit vome prepared. . . 

 Auſw.” 1c So high a commendation 


were fitter':co come out: off any mans 
mouthirthew/Mr.H. Provez2.7. 2. Its'g 


ihe roo high for-any 'montalh, 


.' I ſhalkbe bold to tell him, thatin 


chis ſelf Evcomium he ſpeaks falſly. Dig, 


ever any meer man (ince-the;.fall indea- 
-vourhisutmoſt 4e:74rc that all [us hp 
might be worthy receivers(ſuch are al 


that come prepared,) Doth he not know ,* 


char one:worthy in Chrifts account,muſt 
1.:Beronverted; 2; Unblam=able, yea 


ini inchis converſation. 3. Actn- 


.xlly:prepared;. by exciting'agd acting the 


Szcramentall»graces ? And” hath Mr. H. 
andeavoured his utmoſt de 5 prre that-all 


Hispeople' ſhould be ſuch? om hath be 


andeavourbdhis nrmoſt dejurrethat him? 


way vir 


fuch?: Didhe:never fince he 


fajl (through: carelemeſs, 
yea 
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yea wilfulneſs ſometimes)-in-praying for 

his people, inpreachingy in example, in 
private reproof, adimonition, encouruge- 
ment, triall ? &e;. 1s he without 'fins of 
weakneſs , careleſneſs, yea iomerimes 
wilfulneſs as a Minitter? and-dates he 
cry at Chriſts Barre (as he boaſts in his 
Book) T hat he hath endeavoured his ntmoſt 
de jure that all come prepared? WK this 
ſmell not ſtrong of ſublime Phariſaiſime, 
Lak.1811,12. 1beſeech you what doth ? 
You ſaw his pride formerly in cenſuring 
gathers, and very:many.far his:betrers, 
mark now how the bladder ſwells- with 
5 ponceit and applauſe. : The:-Lord 
im to ſee the beam in his 0wneye, 
s ſo quickfighted to eſpy xmoae 'n 

Nob Brothers eye. 

© .Tts well therefore that in his ft ad 
third Edition'he begins: in part't6 cry 

peccavi, pag.26. in theſe words':'T hw 'I 


ſuppoſe, but Wo 'w meif I juſtifie my /ehf, 


who am a man of unclean lips, and dwell tz 
the midſt of 4 people of unclean Ups, 1. 
nent onely in onr failings. © 

Anſ. 1, It ſeems then this oroud am 
confident aſſertion proves at Jaſt-(by his 
own grant): but a ſuppoſition. 2, -Su bo 
ſitions , though falſe, may be groun C 
crut 
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truth, bat falſe ſuppoſicions aſſerted (as 
here) are many times dangerous and per- 
nicious untruths. 3. For any to aſſert he 
hath endeayoured his utmoſt de jwre in 


a courſe or ſeries of actions,is a moſt dan- 


Serous-falſhood both for the Aſſertor 
and the receivers, 4. That his own 
conſcience checkt him for this proud and 


falſe aſſertion, is apparent by thoſe ex- 


preflions, But wo us me if I juſtifie my 
ſelf, &c, Yet what higher ſelf juſtifica- 
tion canthere be, thento ſtand upon tip- 
toes with God, and ſay, I have endea- 


voured my utmoſt ge jure ? A godly man- 


may-in humilicy and ſincerity uſe the 
words of the Phariſee, 1 thank thifi®O 
God, 1 am not like other men, But What 
godly man dares ſay to God, I have ef- 


deavoured my utmoſt de jure ? The Lord 


give him grace fully and publickly to re- 
trac, and not to minſe or excuſe his pride 


' inthisparticular, left Ged oneday ſhew 


him to his colt the vanity of his former 
aſſertion and latter ſuppoſition, and he 
be found in the number of thoſe righte- 
ous ones, who need no repentance or 
pardon, Harth.3.13. Lnkis.7. 

6. He humbly confeſſeth all their and 
bis own fins (as Hezekiah)) deſiring true 


repentance, 


a. 
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repentance , and a pardon for all his and 
their omiſſions. 
Anſw. 1. If here be ſpeak really, and 
! confeſsand beg pardon for his Miniſteri- 
| all as well as perſonall omiflions, I can- 
\ { . not but approve itasanaR of humility 
| | after his former yaunting, But then note 
how he contradiQs his former proud af- 
ſertion (1 wiſh his book and heart too 
| were fuller of ſuch contradictions, both 
* forhis ownand his peoples ſake.) If he 
have done his utmolt 4e jxwre, what need 
, { hedefirepardon for his omiflions ? If he 
* be guilty of too many omiſſions, how 
 , hath he endeavoured his utmoſt de jure? 
| 24 Will confeſſion of our own and 
; others ſins ſerve the turn, without pro- 
; portionable indeayour to reform. our 
| felvesandothers in our places? What js 
. + thisbuttolyeintheditch and cry God 
, . help us? And if the unworthieſt may 
| enjoy the priviledges of themolt penitenc 
and humble Chriſtians, is this like to re- 
| form, or to harden ther, as if they were 
| as good as the beft ? Should a Phyſician 
thus venture the iſſue upon God, and 
/ give phyſick- that might kill as well as 
1 - cure, I thinkno wiſe man would judge 
+ ItanaR of faith, but of high preſumpti- 
on. 
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on. .Should any onely, give warning'of. 


danger, and not labour aQtually whathe 
could to prevent it,” at' his warning will 
not quit him of murder before God. Is 
crying after a wandring ſheep enovgh to 
ſaye it-out of the pit? the Apoſtle '4de 
ſare was of another minde, 7ude verſ,23. 
pulling them ont of the fire. 

' 3+: Whar doth he in his confeſſion 
and prayer for pardon, more then we'do, 
be Communicants either really or viſibly 
never fo worthy in an Evangelicall ſenſe? 
onely here we go beyond him igour actu- 
all care and indeavour to fit all ſorts for 
the Sacrament by perſonall and particu- 
lar examination, counſell and prayer, 
which he doth not : yet he thinks he 
hath indeavoured his utmoſt de jare ; we, 
though we dp far more then Mr.H. are 
aſſured we fall very ſhort of doing or 
indeavouring out utmoſt de jure, and be- 
lieve that the beft Miniſter under heaven 
never yet indeavoured his utmoſt de jure 
to fit his people for' the Lords Supper. 
Upon all which accounts'well weighed, 
T believe Mr. H. bath little cauſe to boaſt 
of his'intiocency, or bring that for an 
arputnedt/tojuſtific his free admiſſion, as 
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' Two other conſiderations he is plea- 
ſed to adde ex abundant: : the firſt drawn 
from the command and good of coming, p23. 

For the Command, I ask, Where doth 
Chriſt command all to receive ? If it be 
urged, He bid all the Apoſtles to receive; 

An.Were there no other Church mem- 
bers bnt the Apoſtles? what thinks he of 
Mark, Luke, Nathanael, and many 0+ 
ther Diſciples chat received not 2 

I, but he bid all preſent to receive, yea 
Indas himſelf. 

Anſ. 1, Suppoling 74as were preſent, 
he as well as the reſt being an eminent 
profeſlor. 2. A very knowing perſon. 
3. Not legally convinced of ſcandall, I 
ſeenot how he could have been denied 
che Sacrament, 

I, but the 4 .poſtle bids all members of 
the Church of (+>1th come and receive. 

Anſ. 1. L:t him {hzw thar alſo if he 
can from the Text, i Cor 11. 2. 14m ſure 
he convinces an4 rhreatens all that come 
unworthily, bur j fee nor where he com- 
mands all co reccive abſolutely. 3. Why 
ſhould Mr. H. or any purthoſe afunder 
which God hath joyned rovecher; gname- 
ly, examination and zeceiving. The As 
poltle 1 Cor«1 1:28. ſaies, Let a nant exa- 
H mine 
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mine himſelf, and ſo let him eat ; Mr.H. 
faies, Let a man eat though he do not 
examine himſelf. 

Obje&. Upon this account. a naturall 
man alſo ſhould not attend the Word 
preached, fince he cannot hear it wor- 
thily before converſion, 

Anſw. Not ſo, the Word is the inſtru- 
.ment of converſion,ſo not the Sacrament, 
therefore naturall men as well as others 
muſt hear chat, but may not receive this. 
And this leads me to anſwer the other 
branch of his firſt Argument drawn from 
the good of coming, becauſe its a means by 
which they who want prace may receive 

it, &C, | 
Anſw. 1, An Ordinance may be a 
means of grace in order either to conveg# 
ſion or edification. In order to converſion 
wedeny that aQuail receiving is a means 
of grace : In order to edification, we ac- 
knowledge it to be a ſingular means of 
Srace to the worthy receiver ; but what 
is this to Mr. H. his purpoſe ? 
If he fay, The Word and Prayer in 
order to conſecration may convert. 
AnſW. That we deny not, and there- 
fore here permit a freer admiſſion then 
 M.H, namely, both for children, diſtra- 


ged. 
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Red and excommunicated perſons to at« 
tend the Sacrament ; bur not aQually ts 
receive till they be aQually capable as 
perſons viſibly worthy. 

2, Want of grace is either graduall 
and ſenſible, or totall and inſenfible. The 
Sacrament(as before)is an eſpeciall means 
of grace for the former, but not for the 
latter. But this will come hereafter to be 
diſputed in its proper place, which makes 
me hereto paſs it over only with a touch, 
By the way let the Reader obſerve theſe 
words of Mr. H. pag.26. 

T bough we may ſcruple how an anreges 
nerate man can receive it as a pleage, yet 
as it ts a means Whereby grace 14 conveyed, 


| there 5 no difficulty. 


*. Doth not the former branch juſtifie 
what hath formerly been proved, that 
the Lords Supper being a ſpeciall pledge 
of grace, may not be applied to one vi-- 
fibly unworthy 2? and where is Mr. H, 
then (himſelf being judge) if we prove 


Its ro means of grace in-order to conver- 


ſion? But that work I ſhall ſuſpend tilt - 
I come to clear the grand objeRion a- 
bout the converting power of the Sacra- 

ment. 
His laſt ſupernumerary Argument is 
H 2 drawn 
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drawn from the evil of omiſſion, ibid. This - 


he confirms from the parallel negle& of 
Circumciſion and the Paſſeover,of which 
whoſoever were guilty Were iy danger to 
be cnt off. . 

An, There's 2 wide difference between 
not receiving and neglecting of the Sa- 
crament ; the latcer is a great ſin, ſo not 
the former. Nor doth that man, -who 
being convinced of his preſent unfitneſs, 
forbeares receiving, (in as a negleQor, 
\ butcather ſhews his high reſpe& of the 
Sacrament. 

For his inſtance from atth. 22. it 
hath been anſwered already, Only where 
now he adds, That thoſe which came not 
to the Feaſt Were deſtroyed. 

Anſw, In that he goes beyond the 
Text, which ſ(aies indeed, that they who 
murthered his ſerv2nrs were dellroyed ; 
not ſo of che reſt, but onely that they 
were excluded the Supper. And though, 
it be a truth by conſequence they were 
deſtroyed, as being judicially deprived 
of Chriſt and of his grace, yet that 
makes not for, but againlt Mr. Hamphrey, 
and ſhews clearly that by that Marriage 
Fealt'is not meant the Lords Supper, 


there being many ſaved who never taſte 
of 


) 
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of the Lords Supper , but none can be 
faved who taſte not of the Marriage 
Feaſt. 

Whereas therefore he adds in the ſame 
Paragraph, They are moſt unworthy of all 
who come not in to the Supper. 

Anſw. 1. It will not hold water on 
either hand, ſince 1. Thoſe who mur- 
dered the Servants that invited them 
were more unworthy. 2. If we may 
judge by the penalcy, he that came with- 
bug Wedding Garment was more un- 
worthy, the negleRers being for preſent 


: onely deprived of the Sapper , but he 
bound hand and foot and caſt into utter 
darkneſs, Matthew 22. 13. 2. Dare 


Maſter Humphrey ſay they are unwor- 
thy who come not alwaies to the Lords 
Supper? May not ſome (cruple of con- 
ſcience, yea ſometimes worldly occa- 
ſions, jultly excuſe a perſon for not 


- coming ? But I am ſure he that comes not 


to the Marriage Feaſt is alwaies unwor- 
thy ; another clear evidence that by the 
Marriage Feaſt is not meant the Lords 
Supper. | 
To draw then to a cloſe of our anſwer 
to his firſt part, In oppoſition to Mr. H. 
his aſſertion, pag. 26, Its neither a certain 
l | H 3 duty 
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duty on the Miniſters part to admit all, 
nor on the peoples part for all to receive, 
unleſs you underſtand ic mediately, as the 
getting of aſſurance is a duty lies upon 
all, yet not immediately, but firſ® they 
muſt get true grace, the ground of aſſu- 
rance. $0 all mult come to the Sacrament; 
true, but firſt they muſt be prepared. All 
muſt be admitred to receive; true, but 
firſt chey muſt be vifibly worthy. We 
keep not any away for fear of accidgutall 


ſcandall, or of committing an uncertaigon,* 


iu the doing, as Mr. H. would mak@'the 
world believe pz9.26. (I ſpeakas to the 
rule we walk by, for. what particular 
men upon occaſion may do through 
weakneſs or otherwiſe, 1 am no Patron 
of that) but to prevent certain ſcandall 
by the admiſſion of perſons viſibly un- 
worthy, as alſo the (in and ruine of un- 
worthy receivers, who being admitted, 
would murder Chriſt, and eat and drink 


judgement to themſelves ; as alſo our # 


own partaking with other mens ſins, and 
being acceſlary to the ruine of their poor 
ſouls : from all which guilt I beſeech the 
Lord to free Mr, Humphrey, and others of 
his minde and praRtice, who by this looſe 
principle of free admiſſion, &c. _ 
t al 
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laid the axe to the root of reformation, 
And whereas he is pleafed to charge us 
in a rhetoricall way, as deing evil (by 
ſuſpending from the Sacrament) that good 
may come of it, and that therefore owr f 28 
nation t juſt, We ſhall make no other re- 
turn but this, to beſeech God to forgive 
him, as we heartily do, this bitter ſpirit 
of cenſoriouſneſs, 

Whatever therefore he may think of 
the childe of his own begetting, as ap- 


peaygiby that expreſſion in the foot of the 
Fr 


age, / will not give you my reaſons 


bythe heap, but by the weight, L leave it to 


. the indifferent Readers judgement, whe- 


ther Mr. H. be not becrer at number then 
at weight. For my own part, I conceive 
that one good argument(which makes no 
number) would have weighed far more 
in the ballance of che Sancuary, . and of 
ſolid reaſon, then all his eight arguments 
heaped up together. 

Tlike his caution in the cloſe, That no 
man take occaſion from hence to preſume ; 
but I fear one ſingle caution will not be 
able either to prevent or redreſs the 
Tythe of ghat miſchief which is in part 
already andevery day will'be more and 
more wrought by his eight Arguments. 

By And 


— — - m 
< X : 
_——__ CE Er eee te en, Aol - 5 


T4 


A Barre to free Admiſsion 
And here 1 ſhould lay down my wea-- 
pons, 'but that I perceive he is reſolved 
upon a skirmiſh after the pircht battell, 
Haply he may be better at 449% then 
he hath been at «]29:wi, Too many in 
our daies are better at pulling down then 
at building up ; I ſhall make bold totty 
whether Mr. H. be of the number. Nor 
ſhall TI blame bim if he pull down onely 
rotten houſes, provided he hurt not him- 
ſelf or his neighbours by their downfall. 


The ſecond part au[Wered. A 


Aſling his premonitoryPreface,] come 
directly to his Objections & Anſwers, | 
The Doftrine of free admiſſion Will rake 
a'vay the uſe of the keyes, excommunicate 
£ X Cem municat ion, and leave 15 40 Diſci- 
line in the Conch. 

Fins Objection I conceive Mr, H, 
mig have jpared, there being no great 
ſtreageh in it againſt free admiſſion, in 
bis {enſe, whica admits not excommuni- 
cated perſons. 8 

:Yet withall | muſt tell him, that his 
Guisfation of the objection is unſatisfa- 
ory, and not. we, but himſelf will-be 
found guilry:of falſe ſurmiſes about Ex- 
communſtation and Suſpenſion. 


And 


| 
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And here I value not what the Obje- 
Qion ſurmiſes, ſince Mr. H. may. frame it 
as he pleaſe, and ſo make it ſurmiſe what 
he will : but if thereby he intends to in- 
finuate, that we /ook at Church Diſcipline 
as lying ſolely in Suſpenſion, T muſt tell 
him, he a5 nor the part of a fair reſpon- 
dent. 1.4Therefore for nepacive Suſpen- 
ſion (which is a bare non-admiſſion) we 
account it no part of Church Diſcipline, 
no more then himſelf doth the non-ad- 
miſſion of -Infants or mad folk. 2. For 
poſitive Suſpenſion (whereby 1. Perſons 
upon triall found unworthy by the El- 
derſhip. 2. Perſons who obſtinately re- 
fule-triall, yet will obtrude themſelves 
upon the Sacrament, are by vote of the 
Elderſhip denied participation) this we 
ſay is an a& of Church Diſcipline, and 
a lefler degree of Excommunication, 
whereof I conceive there is a threefold 
degree, 1. From private communion, 
2 Theſſ.3-14. 2. Not onely from private 
bift allo from Sacramentall Communion, 
'1F*Cor.5-11, Eating there being extended 
ro Sacramentall eating as well as dome- 
ſticall eating ; as is cleared by the Anti- 
quzriſt in his Vindication or Anſwer to 
Suſpenſion ſuſpended, to which therefore 
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I refer. 3. From Church memberſhip, 
Mat. 18.17,18. & 1 Cor.5.5. 

Yet withall I adde, this poſitive ſuf- 
ſpenfion is not ifſued out againſt any, 
unleſs by their obſtinacy they force the 
Elderſhip to it. For 1. if a perſon upon 
eriall be found ignorant, the Elderſhip 
doth not preſently proceed ro Suſpenſfi- 
on, bnt intreat him to forbear a Sacra- 
ment or two, till he have attained to 
ſome competency of knowledge, in or- 
der whereunto they give him direRion, 


and offer him their aſſiſtance. If for all, 


this he thruſt himſelf upon the Sacra- 
ment, they defire him to forbear , apd- 
tell hica they dare not admit him till 
more capable. And laſtly, if all this 
will not ſerve, they are forced to iſſue 
ont a Vote of Suſpenſion, which yet I 
believe is very rare, fince too many ſuſ- 


- pend themſelves by keeping away becauſe 


they will not be tried. 2. If a perſon 
befound ſcandalous, they admoniſh him 
being before them, 'if he profeſs repin- 
eance, and be willing to give ſatisfaion, 
they dare not refuſe him: otherwiſe they 
proceed with him as with the former 
after conviRtion. And if the fin and ſcan- 
dall be great, and aggravated by obſtina- 
: Cy, 
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cy, they proceed not onely to Suſpenſion, 
but alſo co diſmemberſhip. Having given 
this account of our judgement and pra- 
Rice, ler us weigh Mr. H. his judgement 
about Church Cenſures. 

Pag.31. He faith, They are punſoments 
upon ſcandalous perſons ( after a legall 
convittion)) whereby they are debarred from 
Chriſtian ſociety in generall. 

Anſw. 1, In this deſcription he ſur- 
miſes amiſs, by omitting one main end 


*of Church Cenſures, namely the amend- 


. 


nt of the party cenſured, 1 Cor.5.5. 
-, 2, Inreſtrayning chem onely to ſcan- 
#Yous perſons as to pratice, which are 
extendible to any wilfull ſinner ; and if 
perſons wilfully ignorant be not wilfull 
ſinners, I know not who are, 2 Per. 3.5. 
* 3. In debarring perſons cenſured of all 
Chriſtian ſociety in generall. And here 
I challenge Maſter Hamphrey and allthe 
world to ſhew me any one place in Scrip- 
ture, which requires that perſons excom+ 
municated ſhould not be preſent at any 
puMick Ordinance; I grant', that by 
Excommunication they are made as Heas 
then and Pablicanes, and are i» fats quo 
no Church members, Matrh.18. 17, but 
I ſee no place that proves perſons ont E 
tne 
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the Church may not be preſent at any 


publick Ordinance. Iam ſure 1 Cor:xth. 


14-24, favours the contrary. He is there- 
fore much miſtaken about us,who neither 


ſhat the Church doores nor the Chancell 


doores againſt any perſon cenſured, but 
admit them to be preſent at all Ordinan- 
ces ; nor do we believe their preſence 
will leaven any, fince ſpirituall defilement 
is not contracted by preſence, but by 
connivance or imitation, &c, And there- 


fore if any gratifie profane perſons a” 


muft he they who exclude from all Of 
dinances, not we who admit them to he 
preſent at all Ordinances, though we 
reſtrain them from aQuall receiving, and 
that upon very weighty reaſons, yet 


withall let me .tell Mr, Hamphrey that he 


1s miſtaken in ſaying, pag. 32. That profane 
perſons never care to come to the Sacrament, 
Did he never hear of poor ignorant and 
profane creatures, that muſt needs come 
and eat their Makerat Eaſter eſpecially ? 
or is he onely a ſtranger in 1/-ac/, and 
knows not theſe things > May not igho- 
rant and profane ones deſire the Sacra- 
ment partly out of cuſtome and faſhion, 
partly becauſe they apprehend its a diſ- 


grace for them to be turned: away, and 
for 
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for many ſuch triviall grounds ? 

For his ſecond ſnrmile,- pag. 32. That 
þ + uſpenſuan 25 inftituted onely in reference ts 
the Ordinances, to keep th-m pure and holy, 
as if the Sacrament eſpecially would be de= 
filed otherwiſe to the Receivers. 

Anſw. 1. Wethink the Ocdinances 
are defiled onely to thoſe who uſe them 
ſinfully. .2. That perſons are defiled not 
by preſence with unworthy Receivers, 
but by partaking in their ſins, 3. That 
they partake inthe ſins of unworthy Re- 
ceivers, who do not their duty to reform 
them, or to keepthem from receiving in 
caſe they will not be reformed. 

Its therefore falſe which he aſſerts, 
pag-32. That Church Cenſures concern not 
thoſe who are admitted to theOrdiaances but 
are uſedin reference onely to offendors, &c. 

For 1, It concerns all Church members 
in their places to look to it, that Church 
Cenſures be duly executed. 2. Their 
very execution doth much concern 


Wa 


Church members, by fear to keep them * 


from thoſe inordinate courſes which 
bring Church Cenſures upon others, 
And its conſiderable how he contradias 
himſelf in the cloſe of this paragraph, 
when he makes voftoia, amnhigess 
G& 
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agg eyua to.be the ends of Church 
Cenſures. And I appeal to all the world, 
whether admonition (which better ren- 
ders the ſenſe.of the firſt Greek word ) 
ſatisfying the Congregation,and warning 
or example, concern more of the Con- 
gSregation but the parties offending ? 

His third pretended ſurmiſe is, That 
we conceive there is a moſt neer eſſential 
relation betWeen this Excommunication and 
the Communion, asf it were a part of it, 
at leaſt ſome neceſſary antecedent, as if the 
Sacrament could not be adminiſtred with=- 
eut 5te 

AuſWv. 1. The ObjeQion it ſelf pro 
pounded pag.30, and elevated to ther 
height of Mc. Humphrey his defign, in« 
fers no ſuch mad conſequence, For grant 
ing it were 2 truth, that free admiſſion 
did rake away the uſe of the Keyes, &. 

+ how doth it follow from thence, that : 
there is an eflentiall relation between 
Excommunication and the Communion? 
or (which is more groſs) that Excommus- 
nication tis 2 part of che Communion ? 
Do not eſſentialiter relata put or take 
away each other 2? but doth the taking 
away of Excommunication take away 
the Communion ? what is this, but to 

conclude 


\ tothe Sarrament. 
conclude that the admitting of all ſorts 
ro the Communion takes away the Com- 
munion? So belike there is a Communion 
which all partake of, and yet there is no 
Communion becauſe all partake of it. Is 
not this excellent Logick? The Sun ſhines 
which all men ſee, and yet it doth not 
ſhine becauſe all men ſee it. Its therefore 
both a falſe inference and an abſurd fal- 
fity in it ſelf, thar there is an eſſentiall 
relation between Excommunication and 
the Communion, ſince the Communion 
may be without Excommunication, and 
Excommunication without the Commu- 
Aion. (1 ſpeak as to matter of fa, not 
-,a$tO j#0r fas, for I believe all Ordi- 
'dinances ſhould be maintained in the 
Church, yet withall that the abſence of 
-one 'Ordinance doth not null another.) 
There is indeed a neer relation between 
the Communion and Excommunication 
©in_point of duty, ſince we mult not 
ſeparate thoſe things which God hath 
joyned (God having commanded all his 
Ordinances to be uſed) but not in point ' 
of being or exiſtence, fince they depend 
not ſo one uponthe other, that all muſt 
needs be aboliſhed if one be univerſally 
negleRed. 

The 
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The latter ſurmiſe framed by Mr. H. 
is farre more abſurd, as if either we or 
che objection by him propounded mad: 
E xcommunication a part of the Communie 
on. What is this but a contradiQion 7x 
terminis, tO make keeping from the $Sa- 
crament a part of the Sacrament, or 
keeping from receiving a part of recei- 
ving ! From ſach receiving we ſhall ſuſ- 
pend no unworthy perſon, We wiſh Mr. 
Humphrey much good with ſuch contra- 
ditions, but defire him not to pin them 
upon our ſleeve. 2. How follows it from 
the Objection. that Excommunication 
is a part of Communion? The Argument 
muſt ſtand thus, If free admiſſion to the 
Coramunion excommunicate Excommu- 
nication, then Excommunication is. 4 
part of the Communion ; but free admiſ- 
ſion doth ſo. Ergo. Do not the Antece- 
dent and the Conſequent here hang to- 
gether like ropes of ſand? Is it not rather 
rue, that if free admiſſion to the Com- 
munion excommunicate Excommunica- 
tion, then Excommunication is no part 
of the Communion ? Is it not againſt 


. nature for one part to excommunicate 


another ? 
His diſtin&tion between aRs of Niſci- 
pline 
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* pline and aRs of Worſhip makes little 
: for his purpoſe. We grant them indeed- 
/ to be diſtin&t chings*; yet withall we 
© adde, that aQs of Diſcipline are no bars 
* to ads of Worſhip, excepting onely 


- aQuall receiving in the Sacrament ; (1f 


he pleaſe to call that an aFof Worſhip) . 


I muſt cherefore paſs his following dif- 
courſe pag.33, & 34. as wholly imperti- 
nent, and tell him, that the friends of 
Suſpenſion are more both for Diſcipline 
and Worlhip then he is. 1. Becauſe we 
are forall the parts and egrees of Diſci- 
pline, he is onely for ſome of them. 
2. Weexclude noexcommunicated per- 
ſon from any part of publick Worſhip 
but only from aQuall receiving ; Coxtre, 
he excludes all excommunicate perſons 
from all publick ats of Worſhip, pag.31. 

2 ObjeR. The moſt of men are wholly 
unfit, and, not capable of this Ordinance, 
45 wanting both the preparatory and execu- 


| fory part; Cc. therefore no free admiſſion 


hither. - 
Anſw. I commend Mr. H. who will 
be ſure to chovſe Adverſaries ' weak 


; enough: He may well ſay there is mani- 
« feſtweakneſs in this Argument. But he 


doth ill co fight againſt our weakeſt Ar- 
| I Suments 
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guments, and then triumph as if we had 
80 ſtronger. 
We have ſhewed formerly, That fit- | 
neſs or unfitnefs abſolutely conſidered is 
no rule for the Churches admiſſion or 
ſuſpenſion, but either of theſe as viſible. 
We ſay not, that all whoare unfit muſt 
be kept from the Sacrament, but onely 
all who are viſibly uafit. 2. That for the 
diſcerning of thoſe who are viſibly nn- 
fit, the Church muſt proceed by a rule * 
to finde them ont. 3. That triall by - 
examination of perſons , and witrieſs if 
need be, is a Scripture and approved rule. 
4. That all are bound to ſubmit either 
to publick or private trzall, as God offers 
occaſion for either, when it may be for 
Gods glory and their own or others edi- 
fication , yea though it ſhould rend to 
their outward prejudice, 1 Pet. 3.15. 
5, That being diſcovered to be unfit, 
they ought to repent and ſtudy to be fit, 
but notto thruſt chemſelves againſt lighr 
and conviction upon the Sacrament. 
When God ſaies, Let a man /o cat, 1 Cor. 
11.28, how dares any anan ſay, Let him 
eat though not ſo? 6. If notwithſtand- 
ing perſons viſibly unfit will thruſt them- 
ſelves upon the Sacrament, its the Chur- 
ches 
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' ches duty not to let them eat and drink 


judgement to themſelves, by murdering 
the Lord of glory, unleſs Mr. H. be of 
Caixs Religion, that Church Officers are 
not their brethrens keepers, Gezeſ. 4. 9. 
Neither let him objeA, That then they 
may as well keep him from hearing, &c. 
for in part it hath, and ( God willing ) 
{hall be more fully ſhewed, that there is 
a wide difference between hearing and 
receiving. 

Now let's hear what Mr. H. hath to fay 
againſt this Objeion of his own fra- 
ming. | 

And firſt I thank him that pag 35. he 
laies down, That the Chnrch can but look 
pon an outward capacity. He might have 
added (ſince contrariorum eadem eff ratio) 
That che. Church may alſo look upon 
and judge of outward incapacity, but 
ſee and judge of it they cannot without 
evidence and triall ; therefore 3. They 
may enquire after perſons capable or 
uncapable. 4. Since triall is in vain 
without execution, therefore they ought 
to admit all perſons outwardly capable, 
and ſuſpend all perſons outwardly inca- 
pable ; otherwiſe how ſhall they ſaſpend 
(negatively at leaſt) Infants, diſtrated 
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and excommunicated perſons ? 

As to his three Anſwers, I anſwer 
briefly, 1. A naturall man muft' hear, 
pray, &c, though he cannot do them 
rightly, becauſe theſe are-converting 
Ordinances, fois not the Lords Supper, 
I mean as to aQuall receiving; he may 
therefore hear, &c. but not receive. 1 
wonder a wiſe man ſhonld miſtake a moun- 
tain for a feather. 

2. Its true, every man muſt do what 
he can : but many things are naturally 
poſſible which are morally impoſſible ; 
and thus I cannot do that which I may 
not,that is impoſſible which is unlawfull. 
Let him prove that aQuall receiving js 2 
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debt onthe part of a naturall man,, or - | 


thatto admit a perſon viſibly unworthy 


!s a debt on the Churches part, and we 


ſhall be far enough from hindering any 
in the payment of their debts cither to 
God or man. . $2 

3. In his laſt Anſwer, though he have 
borrowed a good diſtinQion from Maſter 
Pembl:, yer he ſhuffles wofally in the 
application of it. In a legall ſenſe no 
man; is either worthy, or- receives wor- 
thily; in an Evangelical{ ſenſe no man 


receives worthily , but he is. a worthy - 
Receiver. - 


on pn 
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to the Sacrament. 

Receiver, But I ask My. H. whether he - 
dares apply either branch of this diſtin» 
Rion to: all whom he admits fo freely? 


To come to his own words, .Do all chat 
be admits, 1, Labour cheir beſt to- pre- 


_ patetheix hearts. 2. Judge and humble 


theniſelves really before God. 3. Coxge 
to Chriſt heavy laden. 4.; Look at tkemy 
ſelves as dogs, and yet importune Chriſt 
for the crums of mercy,?. I fay then he 
hath the worthieſt Congregation in the 
world. 2, All his Commynicants axe 
not onely worthy, bur eminently godly. 
Bux. now. r9retort. Howe eaſe were ig, 59 
eyince che, concrary againſt maſt whom 
he wou TR inns .For 1. How 
many ignorant ones aretherein our Con- 
Sregatians, . that ſcarce know their right 


<4 # 


*bgnds from their left i  mategreof Reli- 


gion, 2. How many profane ones, ſwear 
rers, drunkards, &c, 3. How many out- 
wardly pious, who upon triall might 
eaſily be uncaſed, to live in ſqme known 
fin. Each of ebeſe fearing (and that not 
without cauſe) to be uncaſed before the 
Elderſhip, no wonder they are ſo averſe 
to triall, leſt cheir ſheeps carne 
ſhould be pull'd off, and themſelves diſ- 
covered to be ignorant, profane, or hypo- 

FH criticall, 
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criticall, far enough from the foremen- 
tioned graces of humility , repentance, 
and faith. If he objeQ that ſuch perſons 


ſhould be excommunicated , I anſwer, 


1. Whoever deſerve Excemmunication, 
do much more deſerve Suſpenſion; and 
it ſeems then, that the Presbyterians of- 
fend rather in being too favourable then' 
too rigid, 2. We deny nor, but in caſe 
of obſtinacy or foul ſcandall;diſmembring 
my follow Suſpenſion, the greater Ex- 
communicationthe leſſer. 3. Ihope Mr, 
Hmmphrey is more charitable then to 
roms that all ignorant perſons ſhou!d 
be excommunicated. Iam ſare'we are 'fo 
charitable, 2s by Suſpenſiofito put them 
upon endeavours after knowledpe, thar 
they may befitteUfor,and fo'commfortably 
admitted to the Sacrament, Which Ns 
free admiſſion 19 not like to dp; but rx- 
ther to harden and flatter thern in their 
i2norance. | eh ooo» þ 

'* He notes well, pag.37. That on the 
unworthy receivers part, the Ordinarce 1s 


taken in vain, againſt the third Command- , 


ment. But whereas he adds, not /o ox the 
aamitters part. | 

Arſ. The admitters having regularly 
the power of the Keyes, if they admic 


perſons 
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perſons viſibly uaworthy,are acceſſary to 
their guilc ; as any one isanacceſſary in 
Gods account, who prevents not the ſin 
of his neighbour when he hath power to 
do it. h 
3 Objeat. Holy things to holy men. 
An.*I may fay of this as of the former, 
There is little ſtrength in it. Yet withall, 
Mr. H. his Anſwer falls ſhort, and is too 
t00 feeble likewife. For 1, All outward 
holy things are not to be adminiſtred to 
all outwardly holy perſons, ſince Infants 
and diſtraRed perſons (if Chriſtians) are 
outwardly (yea divers of them inwardly) 
holy, yet by Mr. Z. his yote are not ca- 
pable of che Sacrament. 2. Some things 
outwardly holy may be adminiſtred to 
perſons not ſo much as outwardly holy 
y profeſſion, Matr.28.19.8 1 Cor:14,24s 
3. What is bare profeſſion if contradi- 
Qed by profaneſs? That which cannot 
ſecure a man from Excomfnunication, 
but rather makes him capable of ic, much 
leſs can ſecure him againſt Suſpenſion, an 
inferiour Cenſure, But ſuch is bare pro- 
feſlion if accompanied with profaneſs. 
4 Many perſons excommunicated do 
ill profeſs, and ſo are outwardly holy, 
yet theſe Mr.H.' will bave excluded __ 
I 4 al 
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all Ordinances. From all which I con- 
clude, 1. That M.H. his Anſwer may vye 
with the Obje&tion for weakneſle. 2. That 
M.H. here as well as otherwhere contra- 
dis himſelf, in ſaying that the ſame per- 
ſon at the ſame time muſt be admitted to 
all the Ordinances, and yet he muſt be ad- 
mitted to none of the Ordinances; to all 
the Ordinances as a profeſſor, to none of 
the Ordinances as excommunicated; a 
cruel affertion and a flat contradiction. . 
For the Reply peg.38,% 39. Do We not 
hereby make onr {ilves oae With the wicked 
With whom we j0yn and ſo have communion 
with Belial ? His anſwer is good, That 
Joyning With a Wicked mans perſon 1s not 


having Communion with Belial, but ACCO0WM- 


an)ins of him in hi evil Wayes. I 
f wok difference here with M. 5 
1s not ſo much about joyning with the 
wicked, as accompanying of him in his 
evil wayes : It being firſt his ſin.to re- 
celive unworthily ; Secondly, The peoples 
ſin who know him to be unworthy and 
do not inform the Church : Thirdly, The 
Churches fault if they ſtudy not the diſ- 


- covery of perſons unworthy, or. admit 


them to the Sacrament when viſibly un- 
worthy : Nor is preſence with the wicked 
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' at Ordinances, but foſtering of them in 


their ſins, communion with Belial, which 
1 wiſh too many ' do not fall into by this 
free admiſſion, pleaded for with more 
ſtrength of affection then power of con- 
viction. 

We eaſily agree with him, That wicked 
perſons in the Chureh, are in ſome ſenſe in 
Chriſt and ſanttified by him: But if this be 
enough for admuſlion to the Lords Sup» 
per,then why doth himſelf ſthur the Chan- 
cel door (as he otherwhere calls it) againſt 
Infants and mad men, who are as much 
if not more in Chrifk, and as much if not 
more ſanctified then the former, and 
againſt whom himſelf daresnot ſhut the 
burch door. -Therefore ſay 1, if M.H. 


© 
| $ really for free admiſſjon, let him-ex- 


clude none out of the Chancel that are 
within the Church. For the places of 


| Scripture that he quotes - page 40.,-. I 


am confident the Orthodox- interpret4- 
tion of then, will never open the Chancel 
to grolly ignorant or prophane Churth- 


members; the latter of which are ſo far 


from having right to be admitted into the 
Chancel, that they deſerve to be ſhur out 
of the Church: ; 

To cloſe up this third ObjeRtion : How 
groſle 
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oſſe is that aſſertion pag.41, T bat there 
# an hiſtoricall viſible faith, that gives an 
outward Church-right unto the Elements, 
For then firſt excommunicated perſons 
have a right to the Elements, who though 
caſt out for their prophaneneſle, have till - 
an hiſtoricall faith, ſince excommunica- 
tion doth not deprive you of their hiſto- 
ricall faith, yet cuts them off 1. from viſi- 
ble Church-memberſhip, 2. from viſible 
Chriſt-memberſhip. * 
2. Saving faith it ſelf doth not alwayes 
ive a right to the Elements (it being poſ# 
Able that a godly man for ſome foul 
ſcandall may be excommunicated ) much 
lefſe then doth 'viſible hiſtoricall-faith 
when contradicted eſpecially by cuſtom 
ry prophaneſle. | 
23. As hiſtoricall faith gives not a right 
to Chriſt(for that the devils have, lames 2. 
19.) but the faith of adheſion ſeated in 
the will not inthe underſtanding, ſo not 
viſible hiſtoricall faith; but viſible faith of 
adheſion gives a Church-right to Chriſt 
facramentall, ' and ſhould any man' pro- 
feſſe hiſtoricall faith but proteſt againſt 
faith of adheſion, I appeal to M.H. his 
conſcience, whether he durſt admit ſuch a 


wretch to the Sacrament. For my own 
part, 


to the Sacrament. 


part,, ſhould any perſon profeſle, I be- 
 leeve Jeſus Chriſt to be the Son of God, 
the only Saviour and Mediator between 
' God and man, but'I will not reſt ypon 
him for righteouſnefle and ſalvation ; let 

? this man bo never ſoipitous outwardly, I 
FI ſooner admit a common adulte- 


[ 1 


'&; rer,&c. then him. » | 
'* Objection 4. page 41. The Seal i ſet 
%.t0 4 blank if all be admitted. b 

An.1., For underſtanding this. Obje- 
ty cionthebetrer, wemuſt know, that what 
the Philoſopher ſaid in generall, that: Axi- 
mateſt raſa tabula, is too true of allmen 
tince the fall in order unto ſaving grace. 
They are Tabslz, as capable of the Spi- 
x1ts m_ they are raſe tabule, which 
notes 1. 'They are naturally deſtitute of 
this writing. 2. This writing wasraſediout 
by Adams fall, andthus all men naturally 
are'blanks, in order'to-the writing of the 
new Covenant in their hearts : The ſimili- 

tude you have 2 Cor.3.3.Heb.8.10, 
« 2. This Blank 1s either viſible or invi- 
ſible. To God all blanks are viſible, and 
he may uſe his liberty to ſet his ſeal where 
he y___ by commanding to baptiſe all 
Infants of beleeving parents, &c. and to 
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admit to the Lords Supper all viſible 
"> Saints 
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Saints that are Charch-members. _- 
.The Queſtion is then, Whether man 
may apply the Seals to yiſible blanks. It's 
clear he-may not; farthen Heathen them- 
ſelves before inſtruR&ion and profeſſion, 
as alſo their Infants might be baptiſed. 1 
aſſume, But there are viſible blanks in the 
Church as well as in the world, namely 
perſons that are as notoriouſly ignorant 
and profane as Heathen, and who if they 
had. not been baptiſed in their infancy, 
fhould not be now admitted to baptiſm, 
without evidence firſt given of 'their 
knowledge and piety, Therefore. fay T, 
ſeeing ( according to M. H. his own rule ) 
Aaulris, cadem eſt ratio utrin{g, Sacrtmen* 
z;, they who at prefent would: be uncgr 
pable of: baptiſme had they not been; bap- 
tiſed;>are not to be admitted to the Lords 


Supper.though baptiſed in their infancy. 


The Objetion thus ſtated we conceive to 
be'good : Lets fee now what M.H, ; hath 
to objec agaiilſt it. I ſhall at preſent paſſe 
his firſt diſtintion as waved yet by him- 
"| BONE {Yi TY 

Page 41,and 42. He concerves it's & genc- 
rall miſtake, that people take the Sacrament 
to be a Seal to their faith, and if there be 
#0t#xe faith, that it 1s ſet (they think ) to a 
blank. 


nſw, 
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to the Sacrament. 


Anſw.1. Sacramentall ſeals(as others) 
relate either to parties or to things. 1.To 
parties, namely the Covenanters on both 
parts,God and the creature in Covenant ; 
from God to the creature they ſeal the 
Covenant of grace, from the creature to 
God they ſeal duritulnefſe and thankful- 
neſſe. Here we ſay,the Church cannot ap- 
ply the ſeals of the Covenant to any who 
are viſibly out of the Covenant ; butin 
our Congregations there are many grof{- 
ly ignorant and prophane perſons vilibly 
out of the Covenant. You will ſay, they 
are viſibly in the Covenant as Church- 
members and profeſſors though ar large ; 
True, but their viſible profeflion is nor e- 

quiyalent to their viſible ignorance and 
prophanenefſſe, no more then proteilion 
of honeſty is to open cheating : as a chea- 
ter uncaſed loſes the repute and priviled- 
ges of an honeſt man, ſo an hypocrite 
uncaſed forfeits the priviledges of his pro- 
feſſion, and the Church both may and 
ought ro take the forfeiture , till the 
breach made upon his proteſlion be re- 
paired by a new profeſſion of his repen- 
trance and promiſe of reformation, yea and 
viſible reformation too, ſo far as it can be 
had: ind certainly, if ſuch a perſon ax 
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be denied all publike Ordinances (in M. H, 

his judgement) much more may he be de- 

nied one Ordinance. -He that deſerves the 

Fromer penalty, much more deſerves the 
eſle. 

Secondly, To come neerer to his Anſwer: 
Sacramentall Seals relate to things as well 
as to perſons : And thus as Seals, 1. They 
confirm the Covenant. 2. They confirm 
the faith of the worthy receiver. 3. They 
confirm judgement to the unworthy re- 
ceiver. To apply the diſtin&tion :; 1.All 
ſorts may be preſent to ſee the Covenant 
ſealed. 2.None but perſons Evangelically 
worthy may partake, theſe only having 
faith ro be confirmed. 3.None viſidly un- 
worthy may by the Church be admitted 
to partake, as being viſibly without faitlf, 
either in the habit or actings thereof; 
which laſt I note 1n reference to godly 
perſons who ſometimes may be juſt! 
either « ſuſpended or excommnatinns 
4-Suppoling they may be admitted on 


- the Miniſters part where the power of the 


Keyes 1s imperfect, yet to clear his own 
ſoul the Miniſter is to deal plainly with 
every unworthy receiver, and let him 
know that he will but betray and murther 
Chriſt, as our Saviour did to /xdas ( ſup- 
' poling 


Pe, 
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tothe Sacrament, 


poſing he did receive,) and that the Sa- 
crament which confirms other mens faith 


_ © will confirm his unbelief and ſeal judge- 


ment unto him. To ſumme up all : That 
which confirms or ratifies is tropically a 
Seal; but the Sacrament doth confirm 
faith and ratifie the Covenant to faith, 
Ergo, Its both a ſeal of faith,and a ſeal to 
faith ; & contra, where there is no faith 
to confirm, as to that particular it muſt 
needs ſeal ro a blank, as ſealing to a blank 
is a known expreſſion to note the appli- 
cation of a ſeal to a paper that hath no 
writing, and where nothing is writ there 
nothing can be confirmed. 

2. That the Sacrament ſeals Chriſts 
bloud in particular for pardon to the re-! 
ceivers by vertue of its primitive inſtity- 
cion, 1s evident by comparing Matth.26. 
28. with Lzk.22.20. The latter place 
faith, Th cap # the new Teſt awent in my 
bloud Which is ſhed for you: the former 
place ſheweth for what end, namely for 
remiſſion of ſons. The language then of the 
Sacrament given to every recelver is ; the 
body and bloud of Chriſt is thine for the 
remiſſion of thy ſins, and how dares any 
Miniſter ſay or ſeal this to a perfon known 
to be groſly 1gnorant or profane ? 
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Pag.42. God doth not attefÞ our faith, 

bat the truth of his own promiſes, but the 
Sacraments are Seals properly of the Cove- 

nants 
eAnſw.l1. I know none fo ſimple as to 

*My mea: aſſert that God doth i» terming * atteſt 
ring is,the our faith in the Sacrament, as M. H. ſeems 
Sacrament tg jnfinuate ; the Sacrament doth not ſo 
_ atteſt but ſuppoſe and require faith, and 
pres rerms «hen ſeals the Covenant ro faith. 2. In 
thou Roger Vain doth it ſeal the Covenant, if to no 
beleevelt, perſons : A Covenant cannot be but with 
no more {ome body, and if it be ſealed it muſt be 
_ art ſealed to thoſe with whom it is made : 
bur only fherefore the Covenant being ſealed in 
by conſe- the Sacrament, it mult be ſealed to ſome 
quence. body, and ſealed regularly it cannot be to 
| thoſe who viſibly reject it: but groſly 
ignorant and prophane perſons uncaſed, 

do viſibly reject the Covenant of grace, 

Ergo, the Covenant of grace cannot re- 

ularly be applied to them by the Seals. 

3. If the Sacraments are ſeals properly of 

the Covenant, why may not Infants and 
diſtracted perſons partake of them, who 

have a more viſible right to it then groſly 

isnorant and prophane perſons Rave 3 

4.As the Sacraments are ſeals of the Co- 

venant, ſo they may be applied to the 


Covenant, 


tothe. Sacraments." 


Covenant before all, but the Covenant 
may not by them be applied or fſealedto 
any. but to perſons viſibly worthy:- Its 
well therefore in the ſame page he cor- 
res himſelf, and grants the Sacraments 
may be ſeals of our faith conſecutive, be- 
cauſe they confirm ani ſtrenothen faith; 
But he ſhuMes in ſaying, They are not for- 
maliter,and ina true and proper ſenſe ſeals 
unto any thing but the Covenant.'In a pro- 
per ſenſe a ſeal is an artificialf thing firto 
make a viſible repreſentation or 1mpref- 
ſion and confirmation. This the Sacra- 
ment is not properly but figuratively to 
the Covenant it felt, namely as it hath the 
office of a ſeal, which is to repreſent and 
confirm, and this it doth to faith as well as 
co the Covenant : For 1. As it repreſents 
the Covenant, it mult needs. reprelent 
faith as an eſpeciall branch promuled in 
the Covenant. 2. As it confirms-the Co- 


 venant, ſo it confirms faith gradually ot- 


fered and promiſed in it, and thereby alſo 
confirms faith inherent in the worthy re- 
cetver, as a Bond ſealed unto me confirms 
my belief that the particulars ſeated unto 
ſhall be performed, and if this be not to: 
ſeal in a formal and proper ſenſe {'theolo- 
gically ) I know:not what .is.';Amd thus 
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ancreaſe of faith and all other graces are 


ſealed by the Sacrament to the worthy 


. receiver, but neither the beginnings nor 


increaſe of faith are ſealed to the unwor- 
thy recelver. 

Nor will his inſtance of Circumciſion, 
pag.43. help him as to the point in hand, 
ſince Circumciſion was applied to none 
but viſible Saints, either by Covenant, 
ele&ion,or by actuall profeſlion,not con- 
tradicted by living in X's ww ſins, or 
notorious ignorance of the Covenant of 
grace, Which is the rule we walk by in ad- 
miſſion or non-admiſlion. 

And as little advantage will his cauſe 
Sain by his illuſtration ( here again repea- 
ted ) drawn from a Proclamation ſealed 
and offered to rebels that refuſe it. True, 
the ſimilitnde holds in ſome particulars : 

7. The Covenant of grace is proclaimed 
by the Miniſter. 2. The truth of it is ſeal- 
ed by the Sacrament. 3. The benefits of it 
offered to all, and therefore we deny not 
but all ſorts may be preſent at the Ordi- 
nance, as all rebels whether obſtinate or 
ſubmiſſive may be preſent ar the Procla- 
mation and ſealing of a Pardon. But what 
is offering a ſealed Pardon in generall and 
conditionally, to the particular applica- 
q / 10Nn 
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tion and ſealing of the fame Pardon tg 
ſingular perſons> Or how can a Com- 
miſlioner without breach of his truſt, aſ- 
ſure ( either by word of mouth or ſeal ) 
pardon to a Traytor that viſibly ſtands 
out againſt his Prince? In like manner at 
the Sacrament, not only the Elements do 
repreſent and feal the Covenant of grace 
as to its truth ir: generall, but ſome of the 
Sacramentall actions (as giving and recei- 
ving) do particularly apply it to every re- 
ceiver : And how dares any Miniſter, ha- 
ving regular power to deny it, by word 
and ſeal apply the Covenant of grace to 
any perſon that viſibly rejects it? To i- 
luſtrate this by the inittall Sacrament ; 
Baptiſm'when ever adminiſtred, ſeals the 
Covenant of grace as well as the Lords 
Supper ; but only to the perſon baptized 
doth it make particular application of the 
Covenant, and therefore cannot be ap- 
plied ro any unbaptized perſon that is vi- 
ſibly out of the Covenant, be he born of 
Heathen.or of Chriſtian Parents : But all 
who are viſibly in the ſtate of nature are 
viſibly out of the Covenant, and ſuch 
are groſly ignorant, and ſcandalous per- 
ſons willfully perſiſting in both: ' Since 
therefore both Sacraments ſeal one and 
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the ſame Covenant, he who ſhould not be 
admitted to the firit were he unbaptized, 
mult not pari ratione be admitted to the 
ſecond though baptized. 

Pag.44. Rep. by MH. But # it not al- 
ſurd for a man to ſet his ſeal' where there 
hath been no agreement and tranſatlions be- 
fore, &c. M. H. grants it's abſurd on the 
recelvers part; but as for the Miniſter or 
Charch who offer it as a ſeal on Gods part, 
there 18 a true ſeal to a true copy, and no- 
thing ont of orger. 

Anſw. There's nothing out of order 

-f the Miniſter proceed not to delivery of 
the writings .and cal to thoſe who viſibly 
refuſe the Covenant offered. But ſhould 
M.H. or any elfe deliver a purchaſe ſealed 
ro a perſon who refuſed the bargain, let 
humſelf be judge whether it were not an 
act both ditorderly and imprudent : And 
as diſorderly 1 1s it to deltver unto any per- 
fon bond and teal tor the promiſed Land 
who viſibly prefers e/Zgypr and Babylon 
before it. God will not Miniſters ſhould 
deliver precious pearls to ſuch ſwine. 

What he addes Pag. 45. is alſo weak, in 
which reſpe& he doth well to cover the 
nakednefle of it with a blinde and miſty 
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parentheſis. His words are theſe :As they - © 
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art Gods ſeals, for the ſame reaſon theyeninde! 


be ſeals of faith, becauſe God ſehtlt'1ht ima? 
ginably to onr part of the Cothlint Which 
att ) 
ik 1. Both the aſſertion ie ſl wit 
its reaſon are falſe. For 
Firſt, Are they not Gods. ſeals, hs 
relating to Gods Covenant.” 2. As' inſti 
ruted by God himſelf to rarifi his, Co- 
venant. ' '- 3 
Secondly, Is not faith ir 'felf ind eve-! 
ry ſaving grace promiſed in the New Co- 
venant 2 unlefle M. 'H. will profefſedly' 
turn-Pelagtin, and make faith only the: 
birth of mans free-will. © 
* Thirdly, Tf the Covenant be Gods, i 
the ſeal be Gods, and faith promiſed init 
bEGods alſo As it not apparent'that Gods' 
ſeal muſt needsbe Faiths ſeal alſo > Not # 
ſeal from faith” "anthoriratively as from 
God, but a'ſteal of faith as a branch of the 
Covenant promiſed, and as a ſeal to faith 
actually laying hold on the Covetiant. - If 
the Covenatit of grice undertakeniot for 
our part of the Covenant, we are in a 
worſe condition iow under the Covenant 
of grace then we were under the Cove- 
nant of works,' ſince! then Adam had 
perfection of grace to back free-will ; but 
K 3 in 
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in fallen man free-will either hath no 
race inherent, or but weak grace to at 
it, and impoſſible were it for any either to 
convert or perſevere, unleſſe God under- 
tpok both for the infuſton-and ſupporting 
of grace. 

If faith and grace be a part of the Co- 


\zenant that 1s fealed by the Sacrament, 


then the beft way were free admiſſion, 
chat the Covenant, and ſo faith it ſelf may 
be ſealed to all. 
. Notſo :. For, 1. Though the Covenant 
offer grace to all conditionally, yetat pro- 
miſerh not grace abſolutely to any but the 
elect and perſons effectually called : to, 
the firſt 153 premiſeth initiall grace, to the 
latter it promiſeth pro reſle and perſe- 
verance in Srace. Now the ſeal can ſecure: 
no more then what is in the writing : but 
ſaving Brace is not abſolutely promiſed to 
all,in the Covenant,ergo it cannot be ſeal 
ed to all.in the Sacrament. The offer of 
grace indeed 1s ſealed 'to all, preſent whe- 
ther they receive it or no;; but the pro- 
miſe of grace can be fealed to none but 
the Legatges' of the new Covenant, and 
ſuch are only -perſons elected or effetu- 
ally called, underſtand: me here as to the 
ſpirituall and ſaving bragches of the Co- 
| ; venant:; «+ 
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venant : and that is done on Gods part e- 
very-Sacrament. 
Secondly, As for the Chub and the 
' Miniſter; -who catinot judge infallibly 
_ ne, elected and effectually called; 
_ Peveees by the rule of viſibili- 
.. Piling the promiſes by the Sacrament, 
to them and them only who upon juſt 
triall tempered with charity appear to be 
viſible Legatees. And as Chriſt ; tom ſelf re- 
ſpects not good words and outward pro- 
eſlion when contradicted by our c__ 
Matth.7. 21,22,23. no more mult 
Chnrch when mens carriage doth vONy 
' contradi& their profeſſion. 
* + Thirdly, The Lords Supper being a Sa- 
crament of nouriſhment, £ als not proper- 
iy ons, but progreſſive grace; nor can 
the Church apply it for converſion but 
edification : w how are they capable 
of edification in grace who are deſtitute 
of all grace, or of viſible edification who 
are deftirurs of viſible grace? ._ | 
Fourthly, In the Lords Supper,not on- 
ſanification but alſo the comforts of 
> he Covenant are ſealed to the receivers, 
but how can the comforts of holineſlſe be 
ſealed to unholy perſons, or by the Mini- 
{ter applied to ho ſe wha are viſibly un- 
holy, Ezek.13. 19,21. K4 Page 
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- 2 P ag.46: Pleſpeaks clearly and traſy, 
That an unregenerate man cannot receive 
the Sacramimt \at aſeal of hu. faith, For 
how can faith be ſealed'to where it is not? 
But whart'follows immediately, - Ter the 
Churth can give it 45 4 ſeal of the Cove- 
nant,"'is eittierambipuous: of falle ; am- 
biguous if he rake giving for- giving out 
or holding fojth , for rhus Chriſt may 
be' given to'afl ; whether they receive 
or no ; but'this1s nothing to his- purpoſe, 
and proves onely that all may be preſent, 
but not that/all may receive. - Is falfeif 
underſtood of. the delivery of the Ele- 
ments to all perſons who may be preſent. 
1:1n Mr. Hamphyey his ſenſe; who cannot 


- Scripttrally or rationally exclyde either 


Infants, diftrafted or excommunicated 
perſons from prefence, yet will rot ad- 
mit them aQually to receive. - 2. Its falfe 
mourſenſe, who can admiteither igno- 
rant of ſcandalous perfons tobe preſent, 
but neither of them to receive. | 

- His luſtration, 1634. drawn from the 
Word'preached /,' 'makes' againft him if 


riphtly ſtxted:" True, there 'ma) be true 


preaching',” thorgh the heavers apply uct 
the Word kf ffith. But can there be true 


'the 
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the-Word wrong;” binding where he 
ſhould looſe,andloofing where be ſhould 
bitide' with' the Key: of 'DoArine ?: No 
mote doth tlize Miniftet do' his duty; 
who in the Lords Supper looſes where he 


ſhould binde, and ſeals comfore'to him 


whois not a viſible-Saint. 

| Whereas in the cloſe of pag. 46. he 
would make. us believe there 15: not one 
tittle of Striprure' 10 prove the Sacraments 
to be manis ſeals, 

'AnſWw. 1. He ſpeaks darkly and ambi- 
guouſly, as if he would make vis believe 
they-were not'inians ſeales becanſe they 
are- Gods ſeales ; by which -Logick he 
chighe-as well proe the Sabbath” were 
not/ mans becauſe it is Gods, and. the 
Goſpel were not mans becaulſeitis Gods, 
yex that nothing were mans becauſe all 
things were Gods;as if humane propriety 
contradited Divine Supremacy, 

5/94 If he mean-rhe Sacraments are not 
mans ſeals by inſtitation ; Thar is true, 
bur nothing to his purpoſe. The broad 
ſeal is not mine by inſtitution; yer I may 
truly ſay the broad ſeal is mine, when I 
have a patent or pardon ſealed. by i It, 


-* .3, Doth nor+the finall cauſe give as 


true propriety as the efficient,nay uſually 
| more ? 
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more? iA ſeal, 8 ſuit, an hoaſe, &c. is 
more his for whom it is made, then his 
that makes it. God indeed hath a double 

ropriety in the Sacrament,as made both 

y him and for him, namely co ſeal his 
Covenant, &c. but it being made for 
man alſo, man hath a true propriety in 
it, as he for whom either a ſeal or a 
meal is made, hath in both, Its ridiculous 
therefore he would ſeem at leaſt to 
aſſert, The Sacraments are not mans ſeals, 
and yet grant p28.47. They are mans ſeals 
in «ſe... Doth he not know that a Sacra- 
ment extre #/wm hath no being, and ſo 
is neither Gods ſeal nor mans ſeal, and 
that inuſe it is both Gods ſeal and mans 
ſeal, a ſcal from God te man, and from 
mantod God? 

The Covenant indeed ſtands ſealed 
by God to all conditionally, but will that 
acquit the Church in delivering the ſigns to 
all, as Mr. H, would have it pag-47. Then 
why may not even Heathen or exeom- 
municated perſons receive, to whom the 
Covenant is offered and ſealed conditi- 
onally? 

Again, That the tengur of the Goſpel #: 
ſealed abſolmely by the Sacrament, but not 
our imereſt in it, as he notes in the ſame 
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pages istrue inthe firſt branch, but falſe - 
inthe ſecond, fince not onely the tenour 
of the Covenant is ſealed abſolutely to 
the worthy Receiver, but alſs his intereſt 
in it. 2-To thoſe who are viſibly-worthy, 
the Miniſter ſeals their viſible incereſt ; 
which viſible intereſt, becauſe :fome in 
the Church have not, therefore-the Mi- 
niter cannot ſeal it ro them by giving 
them the Elements, but by conſecration 
and application of the Sacrament to 
others before their eyes, doth feal even 
tothe ſtanders by the tenour of the Go- 
ſpel in the -Lords Supper, -as well as in 
Baptiſme, In. beth Sacraments! the offer 
of grace is ſealed to all, yea evento Hea- 
then: &c;. but reajl intereſt is ſealed only 
to.reall Saintsand: worthy Receivers, as 
viſible intefeſ} coviſible Saints. 

Grant the #iv1d-ſpeaks not particularly 
of an) mains \fprnete intereſt by name; yet it 
doth by fignes ,-:and whoſoever findes 
thoſe ſignes in himſelf, hath as: true an 


intereſt in the- Covenant, as if he were 


mentioned init by.name.- The Scripture 
ſaith nor particularly of Mr.:Z£ that he 
ſha!l riſe at the day. of judgement, yet I 
hope Mr. H. doubts not of his refurte- 
Gion in particular: nor doch the Scrip- 
cure 
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cure fy'Mc,H. (all be ſaved, yet if Mr. 
H. have faving faith, it doth as particu» 
larly affare/him' of ſalvation , as if he 
were mentioned by natne, &c. Now the 
ſeals run parallel with the Covenant, and 
aſlure conditionall ſalvation to all,vifible 
ſalvation to:viſible Saints, reall ſalvation 
wo'reall Saints, to the firlt by the outward 
adminiſtration, to the ſecond by viſible 
application, co the third by reall and ſpi- 
rituall application. 

Whieteas 'therefore page 48. Mr. H. 
pleaſerh: himfelf with this Embryon'"of 
his own brain, which- being- fortietly 
cphiceived» by' a pierciviÞ and godly man 
converted bu 0p1110n, as hefafes. Bt 

 Anſ;21,I-hope that 
ſo) wasconverted befots'Mr. Humphrey 
piercing his Embryonwas harchedv 21 ſes little of 
odly © converſion-or- piety intadiviicting all pe! 
man 1s far mell ro the Sacrament. 9g" wiſh his'con- 
_ Mr- verſion byentertzminenr.of:chis opinion, 
Ds be:not” like obac of the Galatians, Its a 
in poinz: common'ctrour. in theſe looſe times, to 
of free miſtakepervttlionfori converſion: Such 

converſiogdalls for repentance, which [ 


And, it 1 
miſtake 
nor, this 


admiſl1- 
ou wiſh co rhivgodly man, 

:For further conficmation,. p4g.48, he 

propounds the tenour of. the Covenant 

in 


y<perſonn(if 
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iniafyllogiſm,thus,He that velieves ſhall be 
ſaved ; adde, I believe, T:rgo, 1 ſhab be (a- 
ved. Then he denies that the: Sacrament 
ſeals either;{the minor.or the concluſion. 
Anſw. The Sacrament ſeals what the 
Coyenant of grace promiſes, bat the 
Covenant of grace promiſes(and not on- 
ly offers) ſalvation to particular perſons, 
Rom-10.9. That if thox ſhalt confeſs, &c. 
thou ſhalt be ſaved. This is evident by the 
promiſe of ſalvation to believers in gene- 
rall, ark 16: 16. John 3. 16. What is 
promiſed to a whole kinde, is promiſed 
to. every particular of that kinde. Let 
Mr. H. tell me how tlie Sacrament ſeals 
the ofter of grace to him in particular, 
and 1 will tell him how it may alſo ſeal 
the promiſe of grace or ſalvation ro him 
or any elſe in particular. Where is it ſaid 
in. Scripture, I offer co thee Fohn Ham- 
phrey Miniſter of 7roome, &c. grace and 
ſalvation by Jeſus Chriſt ; will Mr. H. 
yet deny the offer of grace is made as 
particularly to him, as if he had been 
named-in Scripture 2 Or where is it ſaid, 
Thou 7ohn Humphrey ſhalt not commic 
adultery,&c. yet doth not that command 
reach him as particularly as if he were 
named ? He that ſaies, Omni homo eff 
animal 
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animal rationale, doth he not as truly ſay 
thatMr.H. is Animal rationale, as if he 
had mentioned: him -by name ? In like 
manner , when the Scripture ſaies, 4/ 
that believe ſhall be ſaved, doth it not ſay, 
that Mr. H. believing ſhall be ſaved? 
Tf therefore Mr. H. de fatto do believe, 


| it promiſes ſalvation as particularly to 


him as if he were mentioned by name; ' 
or that I believing ſhall be ſaved, as if | 
my name were in the promiſe. Where 
the condition is performed , there the 
promiſe is abſolute ; but when | believe, 
che condition is performed , Ergo, the 
promiſe, That I ſhall be ſaved,is abſolute. 
This premiſed, Ireſume, What the Co- 
venant promifeth, that the Sacrament 
ſeals. The Covenant promiſes that I ſhall 
be ſaved in particular, Ergo, the Sacra- 
ment ſeals that I ſhall be ſaved in parti- 
cular : But'this is the conclufion which 
Mr, H.denied to be ſealed by the Sacra- 
ment. £ 

Next for the minor of his ſyllogifme 
— That 7 believe,” I ſhall prove 
againſt him, chat this is alſo ſealed inthe 
Sacrament, not to all Receivers, but to 
all worthy Receivers, thus, as formerly, 
What the Covenant enſures, that the Sa- 

| crament 


tethe Sacr ament. 

crament ſeals ; the Covenant afſures me 
that believe; Ergo, the Sacrament ſeals 
ro me that I believe. The minor, which 
onely is queſtionable, I prove thus: That 
which gives to me clear evidence that I - 
believe, that aſſures me I believe, The 

Covenant gives me clear evidence that I 

believe; Ergo. The minor is —_—_—_ 

the Covenant affords infallible fignes 
and evidences of faith in what heart ſo- 
ever it is; and fo of faith in my heart 
particularly, or in any other heart what» 
ſoever. As therefore by the properties of 
a man, I may know my ſelf to be a man, 
ſo by the properties of faith held forth 
inthe Covenant, I may know my ſelf to 
have faith. That Goſpel which faies, He 
who receivesChriſt for righteouſneſs, &c. 


. believes, the ſame Goſpel faies, That I 


receiving Chriſt-for righteouſneſs do be- 
lieve, and ſo by conſequence it faith 
abſolutely, that I believe. But what the 
Covenant affirms, that the Sacrament 
ſeals or ratifies ; namely, that I believe in 
particular. And this is the minor which 
Mr.H. denies to be ſealed by the Sacra- 
ment. 

For clearer explication, conſider that 
the minor or aſſumption of a" | 
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of affurance depends” partly- upon faith, 
and partly 'vpon' ſenſe” or experience ; 
upon faith, thatthe evidence 'is right: 5 
attu ſignato, and nota falſe evidence ; 
upon ſenſe or experience. n att# exercito, 
that chis right evidence is in me, For as a 
falſe evidence in me, ſo a right evidence 
without me, are both equally null and 
invalid as-to aflurance. For example; 
Would I know my faith is right, and 
thereby come to aſſurance that I am in 
the ſtate of grace ? I muſt look into the 
Word by a dire& ad of my underſtand- 
ing for a true and undoubted evidence 
of faith, and into mine own heart by a 
reflex at, whether that true evidence of 
faving faich be indeed inme. As in the 
Syllogiſme of aſſurance about my parti- 
cular reſurrefion at the day of judge- 
ment, the major, That all men ſhall riſe, 
1-18 tearms in Scripture : the minor, That 
I Fahs'or Roger am a man, is not expreſly 
in Scripture, but depends partly upon 
faith, as co the eſſentiall notes of a man 
recorded in Scripture, partly upon ſenſe, 
I finding by a reflex aR, that thoſe eflen- 
tiall fignes of humanity arein me ; from 
both which. the concluſion flows necefſa- 
rily; thatLit> particular ſhall riſe ar the 
g | ay 
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day of judgement. And indeed, had not 
2 conclufion drawn partly from faith and 
partly from ſenſe been firm, Chriſtsap- 
paritions bad not been a ſolid argumegt 
ro confirm the reſurrection, which yet 
he proves partly by Scripture out of Xſ0- 
ſes, the Prophets and Plalmes; partly by 
ſenſe and experience, Lxk.24 39,46. and 
though it be poſſible in ſome caſes ſenſe 
may be deceived, yet a manin his righe 
wits may eafily know that hic & nunc 
ſenſe is not deceived : And were not this 


" true, no man could poſſibly be convinced 
- of his eſtate, or thar he is a ſinner, or 
* that his life is frail and ſhorr, or that 
- faith and repentance is his duty, or any 


LE be 
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: and repentance is thy duty ; butall theſe 


' 


4 


on 
; 


other Divine truth thar concerns himſelf 


in particular, ſince its no where ſaid in 


Scripture, Thou Roger art a ſinner, thy 
life in particular is frail and ſhore, faith 


in Scripture are expreſſed onely in gene- 
rall tearms. Yer I hope its as crue" de fd f 
that faith and repentance is my duty, as : 


if the Scripture ſhould ſay, Thou Roger 


W 


muſt believe and repent, &c... The major 


rhen inthe Syllogiſme of aſſarance is in 
tearms de fide. The minor alſo (as ro the" 
>. truth of rheevidence) is expreſly de BS 
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but as tothe inbeinf? of the evidence, ic ; 


' depends upon ſenſe andexperience ; the 
concluſion is de fide by neceſſary conſe- | 


+. by previous examination) doth not evi- 1 


quence, though not in expreſs tearms. 
Now whatſoever is de fide, that is ſealed 
in the Sacrament ; ſo are all three Propo- 


litions in the Syllogiſme (though the } 


«t# 


0 


minor is partly of faith and partly of . 
ſenſe) therefore all three Propoſitions of | 


the Syllogiſme of aflurance are ſealed by 
the Sacrament ; contrary to Mr. H, his 


Syllogiſme of aſſurance (namely, that I 
believe) is. the concluſion in the proſ- 


this Propoſition (1 believe) is de fide 


f 


Aſſertion. And fince the minor in the | 


 Syllogiſme, it follows neceſſarily , that 


by conſequence, though not de fide in © 


tearms, 

Objett, The Sacrament ſuppoſeth aſ- 
farance, and therefore doth not work 
affarance ; It ſuppoſeth I believe and re- 
pent (which therefore muſt be made out 


dence that I believe and repent, and 


therefore doth not ſeal the minor or aſ= |: 


ſumption inthe Syllogiſme of aſſurance. 
Anſw, 1. As the Sacrament works 
grace, ſo it works aſſurance of grace, 


bo £0 als 


A 
5 


- 


| 


and as it is a means of grace, ſo it is a_. 


[. 
” 
means * 
5 
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means of aſſurance. Now the Sacramene 
(as received) is not a means: of initiall 
but of progreſſive grace, doth nor:beger 
grace at firft by regeneration, but increaſe 
and ſtrengthen grace by nouriſhment 
and confirmation, partly by acting grace, 
and partly by holding forth, applying, 
and ſealing the promiſes of the Covenant 
co every worthy Receiver. What there- 
fore the Word doth audibly (inorder ca 
confirmation) that the Sacrament doth 
viſibly; what the Word applies generally, 
that the Sacrament applies particularly 
what the Word applies by one ſenſe, that 
the Sacrament _— by all our ſenſes, 
and therefore muſt needs be a more po« 
werfull means of aſſurance then the 
Word. The Word indeed is the inſtru- 
mentall cauſe of initiall grace, and. ordt- 
narily of iniciall aflurance:; but the Sa- 
crament may be ſometimes che meansok. 
initiall aſſurance, and ordinarily is the 
means and inſtrument of progreflive af- 
ſurance. My meaning is,that.whoſoever. 
comes to theSacrament rightly prepared; 
having beth cruth of grace and'the evis 
dence of grace,. this matzor woman ſhall 


carer evidence of 
grace; 


grees of grace, ani 


6 away from the O_—_ with more 
nid 


C 
Li 


= 
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grace;z and he. or ſhe tht comes to the 


Lords Supper with the worthineſs of per- 
ſon, and of preparation, though haply 


he may want evidence, yet may go away + 


from the Sacrament triumphing in' the 


aſſurance of Gods love. He that comes 


to the Sacrament with the Prophets fear, 


I am. undone, &c. may $0 away from ir , # 


with this aſſurance, T hize ixiquity i taken 
aWay, and thy fin purged, Iſa.6.5,7. As I 
at the Sacrament afſure God of my obe- 
dience, ſo God at the Sacrament affures 
me of his love; and if I be reall in my 
aſſurance as to uprightneſs, God is as 
reall in his aſſurance as 'to my comfort, 
Pſal.18.25. God in an eſpecial] manner 
inthe Sacrament delights ro ſbew himſelf 
»pright with the upright ; and then if ever 
teads his Spouſe 5»to the wine cellar or ban- 
quetting houſe; and ſpreads hu banner of 
love over ber, Cant. 2. 4. When ſhe i fick 


of love, 'then he ftaies ther with flagens, and 


comforts ber with apple?;" Hu left hand is 
#nder. ber htad;' and hu right hand doth im- 
brace: her Then in an eſpeciall manner 
he kgfſerh tex with the kiſſes of hu month, 
Cant.1.1;and-though 7ada did,” Feſw 
will never give a treacherous kiſs. 
-'The major-himſelf grants is ſealed "n 
tne 


..* 
p, * 
: 
f, 
A 
«a 
« 
- 
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the Sacrament, the minor-and concluſion 
” we have proved td be ſealed inthe Sa- 
| crament, /Whereby it appears -chat the 
; whole Syllogiſme of aſſurance is ſealed 
$. by the Sacrament to the worthy Recei- 
ver, but onely the major Propoſition to 
perſons really unworthy. Withall, here- 
by it isevident, that che Sacrament is not 
onely Gods ſeal, but alſo the ſeal of faith 
and of the beleever, whatever Mr. H, 
pretgpes ro the contrary. And fo Ipaſs 
otlEhifch ObjeRion, pag.q9. 

Objet.5. The Covenant belongs not 
ro all, therefore the Seals neither. 

Mr.H. anſwers, The Covenantbelongs 
to all conditionally, according to the 
tenor of the Goſpel, that Whoſoever believes 
ſhall be ſaved, 

AnſW. So the Sacrament belongs to all 
conditionally, but onely to worthy Re- 
ceivers abſolutely. Pag.50. heſaves me 
a labour, and anſwers himſelf in; theſe 
words, 1f you will reſolve to accept Chrift 
as your Lord andSaviour,to forſake ſin, 8c. 
lo here i the ſeal of God on hus part, &C. 
Here indeed he ſhews, That as the Co- 
venant, ſo the Sacrament belongs to all 
conditionally. But what if moſt do not, 
will not accepr of Chriſt, &c, (which w 
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de-fafto the caſe of groſly ignorant and 
profane perſons) will Mr. H. invite theſe 
alſo to receive the Seals rogether with *' 
the former ? 8 > 
Hear him in his own words, pag.51. > 

To ſpeak, ſincerely, if we ſhould propoſe two | 
men,one that 1 not in Covenant with Chriſt, ! 
and one that ts, this Sacrament doth more - © 
ingenuonſly belong unto the firſt, &c. If | 
this be not a rare and new Light, Iknow | 
not what is- Now you have thegnan *' 
painted by himſelf in his own coſburs. |. 
Come ye drunkards, whoremaſters, mur- : * 
derers, and all che rabble of hell, here is |. 
fincere and comfortable Doarine for you 
indeed, The Sacrament doth more in | 
nuouſly belong to you then to any hee 
are in covenant with Chriſt. I but Mr.H. 
means this, in caſe they now reſolve to enter 
into Covenant with Ghriſt, ibid. Abſurd, 
and a contradiction i» adjefte, as if he 
who intrath reſolves ts enter into Cove- 
nant wich Chriſt, were hot at that very 
inftant in covenant with- Chriſt. He would 
ſay, if he could hir it, The Sacrament 
belongs more properly to weak then to » 
ſtrong deleevers : bur by an ill gloſs he | 
corrupes the Text, andinſtead of a weak 
beleever renders one out of — 
an 


#0 the Sacrament. 
d and fora ſtrong beleever, one in Cove- 
Snant.We grant, the duty of the Covenant 
th belongs co all, but not the promiſe of the 
; ZCovenant till its duty be performed.” In 
1. Vike manner, preparation belongs to all, 
yo but not atuall receiving till thar duty be 
p man wa All are not bid to eat abſo- 
-e. ©lutely,but ſo to eat, 1 Cor.i1.28. 
f In the ſame page by diſtinguiſhing the 
{Corenan from its benefit, he ſeems to 
make a diſtintion without a difference, as 
- if the Venefit of the Covenant were not 
an eſſentiall part of the Covenant. Haply 
-/ by Covenant he means the duty or condi- 
tion of the Covenant which indeed is of 
* epidemicall concernment : yet becauſe in the 
F. fame place he ſpeaks of a free tender and 
; offer ; that croſſes this conſtrution, and 
ſeemsto carry it, that by Covenant there, 
- muſt be meant the benefit of the Cove- 
> nant which is tendred conditionally to all, 
' but then what ſenſe can be made of his 
> diſtin&tion, The benefit of the Covenant 
| *? belongsnotto any out of Chriſt, but the 
| & Coyenantit ſelf belongs to all, that is,the 
' |& benefit ofthe Covenant ( as his ſenſe car- 
© ries it ) belongs to all? Is not here a con- 
i tradiction in terwins ? The benefit of the 
Covenant belongs net to any out of Chriſt, 
: L 4 yet 


( 


/ 


Rep. 


ment. 


Anſw. 
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yet the benefit of the Covenant belongs to : 
all. If it belongs to al,how doth it not be- # 


He would 
ſay Sacra- 
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long to any out of Chriſt > coxtr4,ifit be- Þ 
longs to none out of Chriſt, how doth it F 
belong to a4 ? But no wonder he falls into 
ſelf-contradiction, who will venture to Þ 
contradict the truth. 

But what right doth this give him to F 
the Covenant ? Pag.52. MH, aiſtingni« |}, 
freth of a right of Obligation and a right of ; 
Privileage ; and as to the former he there |: 
avouches an UV mverſall right to every Or- k 
dinance, tbe) being antirs of Worſmp Which © 
#u of muniverſall command: for proof he *. 
qnotes,11a.66.23. 

if all be bound to come without ex- ' 
ception, then why doth himſelf exclude 
children and diſtracted perſons ? 

Secondly, All Chriſtians have a me- 
diate, but only prepared Chriſtians an im- 
mediate right to the Sacrament, as all /- 
rae had a mediate, bur only purified per- 
ſons an immediate right to the Paſſeover, 


# 
| 
Namb.g.10. | 


' 
. 
"t 


Thirdly, All are obliged to every part 
of worſhip, but 1. Not at all times, ſince 
affirmative precepts binde not ad ſemper. 
2. Not in all caſes, as an unconverted per- 
jon is not bound to praiſe God for his * 
| converſion, | 


to the Sacrament: 
converſion, &c. which he hath not. 


To apply the diſtinction : The time of 
every Sacrament is not a fit ſeaſon for 


| . everyperſon, whether ir be by his own 


defaulr,or by divine providence. 2.In caſe 
of preſent incapacity, —— though 
an a of worſhip, is not ſinfully omitted 
unleſſe that omiſlion be joyned with con- 
tempt of the Ordinance. His quotation 
is rather a prediction then a command 
and ſuppoſing it be both, yet it muſt be 
underſtood with the forementioned limi- 
tations. 

Fourthly,In a f{trict ſenſe, Actual recet- 
ving 1s not an act of worſhip, no more 
then preaching, conſecrating and diſtri- 
buting the Elements is. And if it benot 
properly an act of worſhip,then his argu- 
ment falls of it ſelf: orif it be in a large 


' ſenſe (as the other acts forementioned ) 


yet by them its apparent that all perſons 
are not obliged to all acts of worſhip, 
ſince only Miniſters may preach, baptize, 
conſecrate and give the Elements, which 
yet in ſome reſpect are acts of worſhip. 

- What he adds in the ſame Paragraph 
about a poor ſouls doubting of his right 
to the Sacrament, yet reſolved to give up 
bimſelf to Chriſt, makes little for his pur- 
poſe: 
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poſe : the Queſtion is, Whether any not F 


reſolving to give up himſelf to Chriſt 


3 


=_ to receive ; and whether upon his 
viſ1 


ble -refuſall ro give up himſelf to 
Chriſt, the Miniſter 1s bound to give unto 
him the fymbole of Chriſt? 

The Sacrament is not a converting, but 
a confirming Ordinance. Ergo. 

This indeed is one of our grand argu- 
ments againſt free admiſſion, and if it be 
not Cannon-proof our cauſe muſt needs 
be in a great deal of hazard; it concerns 
us therefore to make it good againſt all 
M.H. his battery. 

Now for overthrow of this Argument, 
he pretends that owr Divines look at Bap- 
riſme as converting, the Lords Supper as 
edfying- Pas 3. The former he willingly 
allents tO, (c. 

The Queſtion 1s not what ſome Divines 
hold, but what they ſhould hold. For our 
parts, we beleeve no Sacrament, under- 
ſtand it as received, is a means of Repene- 
ration, but only of confirmation and edi- 
fication : and ſuppoſing Baptiſme be cal- 
led the Laver of Regeneration, Tiews 3.5. 
which yet the yu proves not; its only 
ſo by uy of ſignification and obſigna- 
ton, ngtby way of cauſality. In regene- 


MX 
| ration 


ration and converſion the Word is writ in 


to the Sacrament; 


our hearts, - can any man Either Scri 
rurally or rationally, make the ſeal the 
cauſe of the writing ? Is it not evident that 


# Baptiſme doth not cauſe but preſuppoſe 
! converſion? As 2.42, yea and profeſſion 
# t00 in adults, ACts 8.37. andis called by 


© Divines the Seal of Initiation, not as 1t 


—— -- 
>. _ 
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! into the body of the viſible C 


initiates us into a ſtate of frving grace, but 

| urch, and 
as it may ſea the truthand benefit of Re- 
generation to perſons converted, but not 
work Regeneration where it is wanting. 
Paſling Tebefore his flouriſh of denomi- 
nation 4 parte eminentiori, letus ſee how 
he proves the Sacrament to be conver- 
ting. 

Fls main Argument is, Becanſe the Sa- Pag,e 
crament #45 a viſible Word bolding forth 
Chriſt and the Covenant to the fight, as the 
Goſpel doth. to the hearing. And pag.56. 

The Sacrament ſhews forth Chriſts death, 
x1 Cor.11.20. Therefore as it doth ſo, it is 
undoubtedly converting. 

Doth not M. H. kiiow, that at the Sa» Anſ#; 
crament there is a mixture of ſeverall Or- 
dinances, as prayer, preaching or opening 
the words of inſtitution, &#s. And that 
thoſe may be effeRuall means of ecgver- 
ſion 
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King and eating do both imply and call for 
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ſion we deny not; upon which account-} 


we judge it ficting, that whoever will may 
be preſent at the Lords Supper: as well as 
at Baptiſme: Burt the great Queſtion is, 
Whether actuall-receiving be a conver- 


ting Ordinance > And here we challenge | 


the challenger,to give any one inſtance of 
a perſon converted by receiving the Lords 


Supper ; or to make proof chat the a& of Þ| 


receiving doth convert. The Sacrament 
indeed 1s food to nouriſh, but where is 


itcalled an immortall ſeed to beget any to l 


Chriſt > 


the Sacrament a T ake for converſion, and 


For his glofle page 56. There « in 


an Eat for nouriſhment, It 1s gratts dittum, 


and would make againſt the converſion : 


of the Apoſtles who were commanded ro | 


take as well as to eat, yet I hope they were 
not in an unconverted condition. 2.,Ta- 


a&ts of faith, but rhe a& of faith muſt 
needs preſuppoſe the habit of faith, and ſo 
converſion He that ſayes, Take,cat, ſup- 
poſes a man hath an hand to receive and 
a mouth to feed on, which no uncoverted 
perſon hath. > 

Why may not the command of taking 


Chriſtin the Sacrament be an inſtrument - 


of 


X-: VP A % 
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of Converſion, as well asthe ſame com- 
mand is in the word preached, As 
16.31? : 
Becauſe we have neither promiſe nor An/w, 
preſident of bleſſing the command of za- 
| king inthe Sacrament, as we have of bleſ- 
{ ſing the word preached, in order to con- 
verſion. The Word is both ſeed and food, 
not ſo the Sacrament, which indeed may 
be food or phyſick, but not a ſeed of re- 
generation, nor is any where ſo called in 
# Scripture: And to attribute that to an Or- | 
> dinance which God hath not put in it, or 
to expect that from an Ordinance which 
God hath not promiſed to it, is will wor- 
ſhip, an humane invention, anda breach 
of the ſecond Commandment. 
I dare appeal to M. Hamphry his conſci- 
ence upon this account. Suppoſe an un- 
converted perſon comes to the Sacrament 
in his pride and preſumption, ſtours it ſtil} 
againſt Chriſt laid before him as crucified 
in and before the conſecration of the Ele- 
ments by the Miniſters explication-and ex- 
hortation, what evidence dothithe S$cri- 
pture give that this man ſhall be convyer- 
red by that-one wotd'T ake, uttered by the 
Minſter at the delivery of the Elements > 
I doubtnot of Gods power, but we-mutt 
| look 


 tohimſelf,&c. for he that 1s converted by | 


prepare himſelf: thence he infers, Do 


=— 
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look to his revealed will. The Papiſts ſay,Þ 
Hoc eſt corpus mewn converts the Ele 

. ments;M. H.ſayes Accipite convertsthe re. 
ceiver: we deſire a clear proof of both be-| 
fore we can give credit to either. But ſap- Þ 
poſe the word Take asa ſhort and virtual F 
Sermon might convert, yet what thinks © 
he of that perſon who ſtands out againſt Þ 
that wordalſo, can he be converted by a- | 
Ruall receiving ? Then chat rule of the A- 
poſtle,1 Coy.11.29. cannot be univerſally F 

true, He that eats wnworthily eats judgement 


aQuall receiving doth not. eat judgement | 
but mercy. 2. voggos a man ſhould be F 
converted by that ſhort exhortation, rake, 7 
ſince that may be done by preſence at the 
Sacrament without aCtuall receiving, how £7 
will it follow that all muſt receive becauſe 
ſome may be converted by the exhorta- ? 
tion to receive; any more then that all * 
muſt be aſſured of their ſalvation, becauſe 7; 
ſome are comforted by the exhortation to 4 
aſlurance; which is not ummediatly the du- © 
ty, nor atall the priviledge of unconver- 
ted perſons in _— | 

Page 66.For further proof, He ſuppoſes 
# moral unregenerate man doth bs beſt to 


4 
Wwe ; 
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we-think now,ts {nch xman the Ordinance ts 
neceſſarily fraitleſſe,&c. then God help us. 
Shall not hu examination,prayers,&c. conr 
duce more to convert him then the bare 
preaching of a Sermon, eſpecially conſidering 
the Word doth but precede and #s a part of 
the Sacrament, Accedit verbum ad Ele- 
mentum, &c. - 
Anſw. 1. No naturall man eveſfdoth his 
beſt to prepare himſelf. 2. Notwithſtan- 
ding all his preparatory acts he hath ſtill 
the unworthineſſe of perſon, he coming 
(as is ſuppoſed)unconverted to the Sacra- 
ment. 3. Therefore he comes to the feaſt 


*  withoutthe wedding garment, and whe- 


ther converſion or confuſion be the por- 
tion of ſuch a gueſt let the text judge, ſup- 
Lew :& M. H.would have it) the mar- 
riage be the Lords Supper. Webe- 
Heve no Ordinance is the feait, but rather 
the diſh wherein the feaſt is ſerved. 4: I 
wonder M.H. ſhould attribute more to a 
few dead acts of a naturall man, then to 
the Word preached which is the. great 
Ordinance ſet apart for the converſion of 
ſouls, «As 26.16, 18. Rom.10.14,17. as 
if hedefigned to advance nature and free« 
will above grate. 5. Becauſe he adds, 7 b=t 
the Word accompanies the Sacrament, what | 

*.*;- 6. |" —_— 
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followes thence bur that any one may be 
preſent to hear and fee, but only worth 

communicants are to receive? and unleſſe 
ARuall he can make out that actuall receiving of 
receiving the Elements is a converting Ordinance, 
is neicher a[[ he pleads from the antecedaneous acts 
Nor ar, a+ Will not conclude his free admiſſion, ſince 
of God, {be fruit of the viſible and audible word, 
bur mcerly or of. Chriſts death declared may be at- 
anaQtof tained by preſence at the Sacrament 
the crea though a perſon do not actually receive. I 
rure, and ould not here be miſtaken asif I plea- 


an out- . : 
ward a& ded for a Sacrament without recetvers, 


too, and Which 1s a contradiction 5» adjefto, but | \ 


therefore ſee no warrant in the word why the whole 

hach nor a Con regation ſhould not ſtay at the ad- 

"ower j:> Miniftration of the Lords Supper(and that 

* with much profit ) as well as at the admi- 
niſtration of Bapziim, h» all do not 
partake:nor can I look at thetdancient /ze, 
miſſa eſt,as a divine precept, but as an hu- 
mane tradition. ] 

For his inſtance pag.57. Of 4 ppor hum-' 
bled ſoul Mfing to meet Chriſt at th Sacra= 
ment ,&c. | 

I anſwer: 1. If his humiliation and 
hope be right, he is a worthy receiver 
and already. converted, and ſo not a fit in- 
ſtance or medinms to prove M.H. his con- 

| by : cluſion, 


to the Sacrament. 


cluſion.Ifhis hope and humiliation be nor 
righ £; then he 1s in che condition of the 
former, and by his hypocriſte drawes fur- 
dad guilt upon himſelf. 

2. This poor ſoul if rightly humbled, 
hungers after Chriſt, rouls upon him and 
adheres to him, which are proper acts of 
ſaving and juſtitying faich,though he can- 
not riſe up to faith of evidence ; nor can 
any man avoid deſpair unleile he lean up- 

# on Chriſt or ſomewhat elſe. All which 
*: clearly prove this perſon to be converted, 
* and that therfore the Sacrament is to him 
only a means of edification and comforr, 

His third inſtance pag. 58. of the Diſci- 
ples of Emer, is td as little purpoſe as the 
rwo former ; unleſſe he can prove 1. That 
then they were in the ſtate of nature. . 
2.That that breaking of bread was the Sa- 
crament; Lxk.24.30. 3. That they were 
converted by that breaking of bread : Di- 
ctates fo abſurd, that the very naming of 


” them may be a ſufficient confutation. 


Alchough a man may be coniv@tced ar, 
| it 1s not by the Sacrament, 1t is occattunal- 


Rep. 


ly, but not intentionally a converting Or- age) 


dinance. 

- Here( before proceed any forther )I 
tnuſt tell M. Z. he frames an ObjeRion 

| | M--<._; for 
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for us very unhandſomly. A converting 
Ordinance occaſionally, not intentional- $ 
ly,is little better then a contradiction, the Þ# 
very notion of an Ordinance implying di- | 
vine ordination or appointment- of any 
thing by his revealed will as a means of 
poi. Jr" Hog edification, comfort and be- 
nefit to the creature; and how this can be ® 
properly called a not intentionally con- 
verting Ordinance, is to me a paradox. Þ 
Let him prove actuall receiving to be a # 
converting Ordinance, and we ſhall not '” 
doubt bur it is ſo intentionally. 1 
To the Repiy M.H. anſwers, That it » 
being granted, the matter us upon the point | 
yeelaed,partly becanſe none are expreſly for* | 
bidaen to come, and partly becauſe all occa-, 


' ſrons muſt be taken for our ſalvation. 


Anſw.1. The cauſe is not yeelded un- 
leffe it be proved, that actuall receiving is 
a converting Ordinance, fince the end of * 
converſion may be attained by preſence 
at the Sacrament without receiving, but'.. 
the danger of eating and drinking unwor- = 
thily cannot be incurred without recei-% 
ving, I Cor.11,27,29. which yet hath no : 
influence in order to converſion. By pre-þ 
ſence much benefit may be gained with- 
our danger of unworthy receiving, by re- 

cetving}/ 


y 
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ceiving much guilt may be contra&ted 

without hopes of benefit to the unconver- 
ted; 

- Secondly, If receiving be a convertitig 
Ordinance, how dares M. H.exclude either 
Children, diſtracted or excommunicated 
perſons trom it,eſpecially fince theſe have 
moſt need of it, and thoſe are bet caughr 
by ſenſe who have not fo free an-exerciſe 
of reaſon? Yea why ſhonld Heathen be de- 
nied the Lords Supper more then the 
word preached, if it be a converting Or- 
dinance ? Are not they alſo bound ta uſe 
all means and take all occafions of con- 
verſion,to uſe M.H. his own words ? 

But if all hath been ſaid will not take 
with us,M. H.at laft hath found out a way, 
Whotty to root ont thu [wbrilty Which he 
thinks the ſpirit of errour hath infinuated 
into the hearts of many godly men, by three 
things he hath more to ſay,&C. 

Aznſw. By the way obſerve this mans 
preſumption and cenſortouſneſle ' 1. In 
charging ſo many. godly perſons to be a- 
cted with a ſpirit of errour in this parti- 
cular. 2. In his confident undertaking 
wholly to root it out by what he hath to 
ſay, which though mountains in his own 
concett, yet when they come to be fcans 
M 2- ned, - 
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ned, we hope by Gods aſſiſtance to make 
appear they ſcarce deſerve the name of 
molehills; and with a fling and ſtone of 
Gods making, fear not to incounter with 
this great and vaunting Goliah, who by 


! big words bids defiance to the whole hoait 


of Gods 1/rael. 

His firit grand Argument pag. 59. is 
this, T hat the Sacraments and all Ordinan- 
ces are primarily and properly means of 


grace; and but in a rcmote ſenſe means of 


conver ſion or confirmation : for this prace We 
receive #n the uſe of them, converts [ome and 
ſtrengthens others : and this grace received 
in the Sacrament, Works in the unregenerate 
for ther conver ſion. 


Anſw.Is not here prime ſtuff worthy of | : 


a Dottor in Cathedra ? but to anſwer di- 
ſtintly. I muſt firit premiſe that here he 
ſpeaks not of relative but abſolute, not of 


| externall but internall or inherent grace, 


for otherwiſe the Ordinances are means 
of juſtification and. adoption . as well 
as of holineſſe, of which laſt yet he muſt 
be underſtood. 'This premiſed, I an- 
ſwer, 1.Thatitthe Ordinances be prima- 
rily means of grace, they muſt needs be 


primarily means of converſion and confir- - ! 


mation, ſince primary converſion is no- 


thing 


-M 
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thing elſe but grace art firlt infuſed, and 
primary confirmation is degrees of the 
ſame grace ſuperadded. 

For further cleering whereof, and that - 
all the world may ſee how M.H. inſtead of 
informing would blinde and baffle the in- 
cautelous or injudicious Reader, we muſt 
underſtand there is a two-fold converſion; 
one primary, when God converts and 
changes the heart by creating grace there- 
in, and fo making it a new and ſoft heart, 
Ezek.36.26. turning the Wolf into a 
Lamb,&c. The other ſecondary,when by 
vertue of grace inherent, aſliſted by race 
externall, we turn our ſelves from 11n to 
God, Ezck.18.31,32. Now lince there 1s 
no inherent grace, but its formally, and 
not only — converting or confir- 
ming, its impoſſible initiall grace ſhould 
be wrought .but converſion ( which 1s a 
change of principles) muſt needs be 
wrought immediatly alſo : and its as im- 
-oſlible degrees of grace ſhould be ſuper- 
added, but thereby tormally confirmation 
muſt be wrought.” Is not the change from 
death to life greater then from a principle 
of life to an act of life > Now the firſ infu- 


ſion of grace is a change from death to 
life, wh. 


is ſolely Gods a&t wherein the 
M 3 


creature 
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creature is meerly paſlive, 2 Cor.4.6. as. 


the dark Chaos was to the light, Gez.1.2, 
3. Andthis is Gods converting of us, or 
habituall converiion. Our converting of 


our ſelves ( which is M. Hamphyy his fole 


4X; 
v 


converſion ) is nothing but a reflecting of 
the beam upon the Sonne of righteout- 
neſſe, and in a manner nothing to the for- 
mer workof divine converſton;this we call 
aQtuall converſ1on;as habituall ſanctifica- 
tion is called e3(/vm1, actuall ſanctifica- 
tion &-2Cas. His aſſertion then is falſe, 
That the Ordinances are remotely means 
of converſion, for if the Ordinances be 
primarily means of converting grace,they 
muſt needs be primarily means ot tonver - 
ſion, ſince grace infuſed is primary cor- 
verſion, but grace acting is ſecondary cor- 
. verſion. The ſame I might fay of confir- 
mation alſo in proportion. 

Secondly, It cannot be proved, that a- 
cuall receiving is either primarily or ſe- 
condarily a means of converting grace ; 
and therefore will certainly prejudice, but 
cannot benefit an unconverted perſon. 

Thirdly, How abſurd is the laſt clauſe > 
T his aYace received inthe Sacrament ,Works 
19 the waregenerate for their converſion, For 
1. How 1s he unregenerate who hath re- 

= ceived 
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ceived grace which formally regene- 
rates him? 2. How can a man be regene- 
rate, and yet atthe ſame inſtant uncon- 
verted ? yet if Mr. Hamphrey his Doctrine 
be true, this will follow, ſince a man 
is regenerated by the babits of prace in- 
fuſed, which not only in order of nature, 
but alſo in order of time, may precede 
the as of grace (it being not neceſlary, 
that grace preſent ſhould at immediate- 
ly or at all times.) Now ſince Mr, H. his 
converſion is nothing but the acting of 
grace, and the habit of grace infuſed 
may in time precede the aR, and there 
is no converſion before the at of grace, 
doth it not hence neceſſarily follow, that 
2 man may be regenerated, and yet at the 
ſame inſtant of time unconverted, that 
is at the ſame time in a ſtate of nature, as 
unconverted, and yet in a ſtate of grace 
a5 regenerated ? But how abſurd and difl- 
ſonant is this to true Divinity ? 

His ſecond grand Argument is drawn 
from a diſtintion of converſion, which he 
makes double, 1. Outward from Heathen- 
s/m to the profeſſion of Chriſtianity ; He 
will not ſay the Sacrament uu f.4n a converts 
ing Ordinance. 2. An effeftaall converſion 
from profeſſion to the truth of grace ; and 
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ths the Sacrament as a viſrble Word doth | 
convert inftrumentally 4s Well as the Word | 
preached , the Spirit being the principal 
cauſe of converſion in both Ordinances,&c. 
And in the cloſe of pag.60. he appeals tro 


experience for the converting power of the ; 


Sacrament. This is the ſubltance of that 


Paragraph. | 

Anſw. Its ſooner ſaid then proved, | 
that the Sacrament hath converted any, % 
2. Though it ſhould be granted, chat | 
ſome parts of ir did convert, what is 
Mr.H,. his cauſe the betcer,unleſs he prove 
chat aQuall receiving doth convert ? 
3+ That the Sacrament ſhouid convert 
onely ro truth of grace, and yet not con- 
vert co outward profeſſion, is as abſurd, 
a5 that the Word preached ſhould con- 
vert only to outward-profeiſion, and not 
to truth of grace. Let Mr, H. ſhew me 
one Scripture, 1. Why Heathen may not 
be preſent at the Sacrament as well as at 
the Word preached. 2. Why the viſible 
Word may not convert to the form, as 
well as to the power of godlineſs, why it 
ſhould do the greater and not the leſſer. 
Weexpeft not dictates but proof and Ar- 
gument to convince us of this new Light. 
; Inthe third place he de/cants, though 


. 0 


to the Sacrament. 
to little purpoſe, about the Sacraments cone 
| werting not intentionally , but occaſional- 
1y,8c. To which we briefly anſwer, That 
whatever other parts of the Sacrament 
may do, yet aQuall receiving converts 
neither occaſionally nor intentionally, 
and therefore unconverted perſons ought 
not to receive, becauſe this Sacramen- 
tall aRion cannot benefit but prejudice 
them. 

Rep. Unregenerate men are dead in 
ſia, and bread muſtnot be givento dead 
men, &c. 

This Mr.H. makgs tobe a fancy. 2. Op- 
poſes, that if any bread could recover life, 
that bread might be given to a dead man, 
and ſuch is the bread in the Sacrament, &c. 
3» That if we may give Aqua vitz to dying © 
men, then we may give Calix Vitz to dead 
Chriflians, & ce 

Anſw. 1. lts no wonder if ſtrong fan- 
cies metamorphize what they pleaſe into 
a fancy. | 

2. Sacramentall receiving inthe Lords 
Supper notes a vitall at, which a dead 
man cannor put forth ; and be the bread 
never ſo quickning (upon Mr. H, his 
ſuppohition) if a dead man cannot receive 
it, it will not quicken him ; as the beſt 
; Phyfick 
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Phyſick will not cure, if a living man will | 


not, or cannot receive it. Taking and 
eating in the Sacrament note (not a paf- 
ſive, but) an aAive receiving, and there. 


fore do. not beget, but preſuppoſe life ; 
which life, grant it may be wrought by | 
other Sacramentall aRions, proves only, | 
that preſence, not participation is requi- | 


ſite. 
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3. His Swe isvery lame; nor doth | 


it follow, that becauſe we may give 4- 
qua vite to 2 dying man, therefore we. 
may give Calix vite to a dead man, fince 
2a dying man hath life to be preſerved, not 
ſo a dead man, 

Inthe cloſe of his Reply, in his third 
Edition he adds three pages by way of 
explication, pag.69. which I myſt take a 


| little pains co ſcan and ſift, 


And 1. He makes confirmation of the 
Covenant 4 primary end, confirmation of 
our faith a (ecuodary end of the: Lords 
Smppere | 

Anſw, IT wiſh Mr. H. did not ſhew 
himſelf as little skill'd in Morality as in 
Logick. Let him tell me ſeriouſly (for no 
doubt , being Maſter of Arts, he hath 
ſpent ſome time at the Univerſity in Eth- 
icks as well as in Logick ) Is not the 
principall 


tothe Sacrament. 
incipall or laſt End the primary End? 


; and ſubordinate Ends are not they fe- 


condary Ends? If ſo, then the next 
queſtion will be, Whether the confirma- 


. ron of the Covenant be not ſubordinate 


to the confirmation of our fairh ? In plain 
tearms, Whether Gods end in confirming 
the Covenant by the Sacrament as a Seal, 
be not'to confirm the faith of the wor- 
thy Receiver ? If fo, then the confirma- 
tion of the Covenant hath the notion of 
4 means in order to the confirmation of 
fiith as an End. Now let Mr. H. him- 
ſelf judge whether confirmation of faith 
be not a primary End, and confirmation 
of the Covenant a ſecondary End, quite 
contrary to his former Aſſercion? 

In his following words he would yery 
fain ( by compliance and ſome conceſſi- 
ons) court us into his own opinion, that 
the Sacrament is a converting Ordinance 
though but evencually ; Which, faies be, 
pag. 71. Will ſerve to blunt the ſtrength of 
the Objection, | 

Anfw. He muſt pardon us if we can- 
not grant him that; till he carbring us 
better ground from Scripture and reaſon 
thenyet wecan ſee. 2, Grant the pre- 
vious aftions of prayer, explication, and 

exhortation, 


A Barre to free Aamiſcion 
exhortation, may be converting ( upon 
which we yeeld an univerſall preſence at 
- the whole Ordinance) yet unleſs Mr. H. 
can prove, that acuall receiving doth | 
convert, onr Argument (drawn from F 
the »ox-converting power of the Sacra- 
ment) is not blunted, 

2, Whereas in the ſame Page he adds, | 
When 1 ſay its a means of converting ſome, | 
I take it in 1ts full adminiſtration, requi- | 
7ing duties before, in, and after receiving. 

An, Then belike converſion depends 
more upon our preparation, celebration, 
and after carriapes, thert upon the Sacra- 
ment as an Inſtrument, Here is a plain 
faulcer ; for a converting Ordinance . 
(when God pleaſes) will convert, come. 
the ſubjec never ſo unprepared, yea with 
never ſo malicious an heart : And though 
preparation be neceſlary for all, zeceſ7- 
zate precepti, yet it is not neceſlary for 
converſion to any, neceſſitate medis, Wit- 
neſs divers who when they came malici- 
ouſly ro catch the Miniſter, have them- 
ſelves been caught and converted. 

Its more abſurd which he adds, That 
the Sacrament is a means of converſion, by 
the help of after duty. For beſides that, 
hence its apparent, this Receiver was not 
converted 


tothe Sacrament. 


converted at the Sacrament, and ſo did 
but eat and driak judgement to himſelf. 
Will it not by this rule follow, that even 
unworthy receiving it ſelf, is a means of 


! converſion , ſince by after duty a man 
# may be brought to a ſight of his great 
| fin, and thereby may be humbled and 


converted > May not any fin dy this Do- 
Arine be a means of conyerſion, or (in 
Mr. H, his phraſe) a converting Ordi- 
nance, ſince by after carriage a man may 
be brought to a ſight and ſenſe of his fin, 
and ſo converted ? We fay, unworthy 
receiving, and ſo other (ins may be occa- 


| . ſions, but not means of converſion. God 


can make an antidote of poyſon, but he 


FE * ismad who upon that account will ven» 


cure to drink poyſon. 

In the ſame Page he adds, Then I hold 
that we who are baptized into the Church, 
and are bred up to a generall faith (ſuch as 
it 15) not without its fraits; and ſo have 
a right unto the Ordinance, coming as pre- 
paredly as We can, and bewayling our an- 
preparedneſs, may finde grace in the fight 
of God, even to the beſtowing of a ſpacsall 
juſtifying faith for our inward effefttnall 
conver yon in the uſe of it, The main har- 
veſt in thu field of Boaz belongs to his own 


reapers 


| 1sit not as abſurd, Baptizariin Eccleſiam, 
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reapers, yet Iwonld afford ſome gleaninf 
for poor Ruth the Moabiteſs, and /x 1 
many) 4 aonbtfull, penitently inclined, yl 
wnregenerate ſoul, to come up even to thi 
ſheaves, hoping my felloW labourers Will we 
grudge at it, though 1 have let fall ſom 
hanatulls too on purpoſe for them. | 
Anſw. Its 2 novell expreſſion to ſay 
we are baptized into the Church ; we 
reade cf baptizing into Chriſt, but not 
in Scripture of baptizing into the Church, ' 


as Credere in Eccleſiam ? 
2+ How many are not ſo much as bred 
upto zgenerall faith, but are as ignorant 
as the very 7:4:ans, that never heard of 
Chriſt? 
3. What fruits have many bred up to 
a generall faith, unleſs it be open. pro- 
faneſs, ſcoffing at Religion and Duries 
both publick and private : Shall nor theſe 
(againſt his generall Aſſertion) be exclu- 
ded by Mr. Hamphrey bis own preſent | 
verdid& ? } 
-.. 4. What naturall man ever did his ut- 
moſ{ro-come preparedly ? and therefore 
by Mr.H. his own principle held forth in 
this Paragraph, 1. Ought not to receive. 
And 2, Cannot be.converted by recei- 
ving. 


m— ELER oa” ©. 
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»# viog. 3. HisalluGonto the caſe of Ruth, 
is 1. Abſurd. 2. Impertinent. Abſurd, in 
| that he fſaies, The main harveſt in this 
| field of Boaz belongs to his own reapers« 


This inthe Letter is falſe, ſince the har» 
veſt belonged not to the reapers, butto 
Boaz himſelf; it belonged no more to 


| the reapers, then to the oxen or aſſes 


that carried it away to Boaz bis barn, 
nay haply not ſo much. 2, Its imperti- 
nent, as miſapplied, he comparing unre» 
generate perſons to Rath the IMoabiteſs, 
and yet forgetting himſelf, he tells us, 
theſe unregenerate perſons are penitently 
inclined. His meaning ſeems tobe, They 
are Heathen as unregenerate, and yet 
Chriſtians as Profeſlors and penitently in- 
clined. - 

Anſ. Such Ruth; we ſhall not grudge 
if helet ſome handfuls fall unto them, 
We undertake not to judge of mens 
hearts whether they be regenerate or 
not, but proceed by the rule of viſibility, 
and ſhall willingly admit perſons peni- 
tently inclined ; butare withall ſatisfied, 
that perſons groſly ignorant or ſcanda- 
lous are not i» ſtats quo penitently incli- 
ned, and therefore by Mr. H. his own 
principles, are not to be admitted as re- 
celvers 


<@-. -- - 
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i ceivers of the Lords Supper, though they 
may be preſent, and that with preat ad-| 
vantage, at the whole Ordinance, 

Object. Judas received not the Lords 
Supper, &c. g 

Toevade the force of this ObjeQion, 
Mr. HB. in two leaves takes ſome pains, 
though to ſmall purpoſe, to prove that 
Fudas received. His ground is, Becanſe 
Judas was preſent at the Lords Supper, 
and Chriſt bid all preſent to receive, Com- 
pare Luk, 22.21. Matth.27.27. & Mark 
14.23- where its ſaid, They all drank of 

_ the Sacramentall Cup. 

"  Anſm. 1. Iesthe judgement of divers 
tearned , that 7adas did not receive. 
2, Grant him preſent at the Sacrament, 
it follows not thence,that he did receive. 
3. Chriſt bidding all to receive muſt be 
limited onely to 7ho/e all for whom he 
ſhed his blood for remiſſion of ſins, as is 
evident inthe words that accompany the 
tender of the Cup Compare 77a. 26.28. 
and Luke 22. 20. But Chriſts blood was 
not ſhed for 7#4as for the remiſſion of 
ſins, ergo, the Sacrament was not tende- 
red to him. 4. Ic ſeems probable that 
Chriſt excluded 7#dzs in particular in 


thoſe words Lake 22. 21, But behold; thi 
hand 


| ao, ) N 
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handof him that betrayeth me, ts With me 
0x the table. As if he ſhould have ſaid, 
What haſt thou (who art a Traytor) to 
do to receive among my faithfull Diſci- 
ples? 5.Suppoling be did receive, 1.Chriſt 
aRed (in admitting him) as a particular 
Miniſter, who alone cannot exclude any. 
2. Before and at receiving he told him 
home his fin and danger, whickI believe 
Mr, H. doth not to every 7#das that re- 
ceivesat his Sacrament. 7das his inſtance 


# thenwill not favour Mr. H. his free Ad- 
© miſſion. 


Objeft, 8, Unworthy Receivers are 
Suilty of Chriſts blood , - and eat their 
own damnation ; therefore we muſt nor 
allow free admiſſion. 

To this Mr, H. anſwers, That it cannot 


! concern the admitters and jo)ners, &c. 


Anſw. It concerns the admitters, if 
any partake who--are viſibly unworthy, 


! and the joyners if they know them to be 


unworthy , and do not complain ; the 


| rule being, that a man muſt receive #75, 


but-not abſolutely, L Cor.I 1.28. 
Whereas p.68, he adds, Every oze #5 to 
examine himſelf, if be do not, he receives 
lis own damnation, rot 0urs, who do our 
duty, &c, io, 1 Corinth.11.29. ( not 
Anſ\v. 
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Anſw. 1. Every man is to examine | 
himſelf, and /o to eat; but where is it 
ſaid abſolutely, Letevery man eat > We 
maſt minde him of #7», ver.28, as well 
2s he mindes us of i2v}4, ver.29. | 

2. The Apoſttes words are not to be 
underſtood reftriftively and excluſively, 
29 if ſelf examination exclnded Church 
examination, or as if felf prejudice ex- 
cluded prejudice to my neighbour ; as is 
evident by comparing Rem. 14.12, where 
giving an account to God, excludes not 
giving an account to man, for then chil- 
dren and ſervants might refaſe to give 
any account to their parents or maſters. 

3- Though ic be haply an improper 
expreſſion to ſay, Ieat judgement to an- 
other, yet undoubtedly another mans 
unworthy receiving may becharged upon 
me, when I have power to prevent it and 
do not. 1 think (as perfeQ as Mr. H, is) 
both himſelf and che belt of Gods people 
had need pray every day, Lord forgive | 
me my other mens ſins; eſpecially State 
and Church Officers. 

4. Its as abſurd inrezfon aud Divi- 
nity, by an affirmative to exclude a ne- 
2ative, as it is by a negative toexctude 
an affirmative : to ſay , I muſt examine 


my 


80 the Sacrament. 
my ſelf, cherefore anocher craft norets- 
mine me; orto fay, Anocher muft exx- 
mine me, therefore I maſt nor exmnine 

' my ſeſf : or to fay, I eat judgement to 
my ſelf, therefore not co artother, as to 
de ay, I eat judgement co another, chere- 
fore not to my ſelf. Moſt fins and dyties 
are reciproctlf ; and as guilc, ſo duty'is 
uſually relative as well as perfonatl. 

- Rep. But you willfay, If a man 4rink 
poyſon, ſhall not I be guilty of hid blood, an- 
leſs I hinder him, &c. x51 

"Tothis Mr. H. anſwers, 1. Not. aulefs 
& [ have a quum poſſum. 2. He wonders any 
* & /oonldcompare the Sacramint to a cup of 
Ir 7 feeing it tt in its own nature a Cup 


of bleſſing. 3. That it 1s more then ve taM 
5 know or onght to judge, that it proves death 
NE 10 any. 4+ T hat as the Word may be preached 
IH to al (though often it prove the ſavonr of 
) | death) ſo the Sacrament may be adwiniſtvid 
© nxtoal, liaving theiſſne to God, &c. This 
* & forthe admitters-part, pag.6$8.70. .. 

"6 Anſw. 1, His guum poſſit muſt beuo- 

derſtood eicher of « naturall or a moral! 

ability. I believe that whoever bath a. 
ciaturall, hath at the ſame tinte a ovrall 
ability, to. hinder his brother from mucr-- 
dering himſelf by poyſon. In plain Eng- 
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liſh, , whoever. can, ought to hinder his Þ 


brother from drinking of gogion: Catns 
Religion may.þe indeed, 47 7 my brothers 
keeper ? but Chriſts Rejigion is, He that 
ſaves not life, deſtroyes it, I'm {t preſerye 
my neighbours life by all Jawfyll means ; 
but undoubtedly its a Tawfull means by 
viglence to hinder my eighbour from 
ſelf murder. STS 23 2 

2, His wonder deſeryes to be wonder- 
ed at. If one mans corporall. food be 
another mans poyſon (though in it ef 
wholſome, as Cheeſe, &c.) why may not 
one mans ſpiricdall food be another mans 


poylon 2 Nay, the ſime food is at.one 


me good nouriſhment, at another time 


poyſon to.the lame man,namely fleſh,&c, 
iQ a ſtrong feaver, The ſame. Word is 1 
ſavour of life and a ſavour of death, atid 
why ot the.ſame Sacrament, and what is 
a deadly favour but poyſon,* Chriſt is a 


precious. corner ſtone tb ſome, a ſtone' 
of ſkumbling to others ; and if Chriſt pet- | 
ſonall be ſo, why nor Chrift Sacramen-' # 


tall ? X 


3. If I may know and judge when the” 
Word is poyſon to ariy, why not as well, 


yea better, when the Sacrament is p6y+- 


lon? 1 may know the Word, is ſo by its | 


effeas 


os Ot tas O£AUm # Aa. an 


| "20 the Sacrament.” 
: & effeAs of conſequents : I ma 'knowthe 
Sacrachent is ſo, both by'itStailſes arid 
it © effects; asif a groſly ignorahtor profatte 
ve © perſon come to receive, and if aftey fe- 
ceivingI ſee a man as bad'or worle 'theti 
y formerly. abr #EYFICH 
m 4. As the Word may be preached be- 
+ Þ foreall, ſo the Sacrament may be admi- 
£.  niſtred before all, but as the Word is not 
© applied by all, nor divers parts of it ap- 
If plicable ro all, ſo neither ought the 'Sa- 
t Þ crament to be applied co all by aQyaſ] 
s © receiving. If any man will give his neigh- 
e © Þour poyſon, and leave the iſſue to Gol, 
e & the Magiſtrate may more. juſtly give him 

an halter, andleayecheiſſue to God. 
L Next Mr. H, proceeds [to the Recervers 
'' Þ part, and tels us, pag.70. That a dowble 
;" & duty is required of him, 1. 4 principal, 
\ & Do thu. 2. An acceſſory, Let a man exa- 
I mine himſelf. We are bound to' come. and to 
© come Worthily. If a man fails in the one, 
- © andu not ſufficiently prepared, | I dare not 

# ſay that he muſt keep (1 am ſure it Will not 
excuſe him) from the other, &c. 
Anſw. 1. Let the Reader note how 
abſurdly Mr. H. makes receiving to'be 
& theprincipall duty, and aQuall worthi- 


neſs but acceſſory. What carnall Divinity 
N3 is 
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is this, ro make the matter and carkafs of 
a duty the principall, and the ſpirit of a 
duty ac ' z the form of podlinels 
the principall. and the power of pgodli- 
neſs the accefſory ? Is nor this principall 
Divinity, and very pleaſing to ſome of 
Mr. H. his principall Receivers ? 

2. His doubtfull expreſſion about co- 
ming, though unprepared, evidences his 
heſitancy about that particular, and not 
without juſt cauſe. True, he that is 
bound to come, is bound to come wor- 
thily ; but not, contra, he that is bound 
to eome worthily, is bound to come ab- 
ſolutely , no more then he that was 
bound to come circumciſed and pure to þ 
the Paſſeover, was bound co come abſo- 
lately. Every few was bound to be cir- 
eumciſed, pure, and fo to come to the 
Paſſeover ; but had he negleRed Circum- 
cifion and Purification, he was not to eat 
the Paſſeover at that time. In like man» | 
ner, every Chriſtian is bound to be, j 
I, HOY worthy. 2, Acually wor. | 
thy. 3. And /oto receive, 1 Cor, 11.28. 
yet is not bound to receive, but rather | 
to abſtain if be want either of the for: | 
mer. The Apoſtle doth not fay, Lets 
Man eat abſolutely z but /o /er him eat, 1 

i Zo Sinfull | 


_ J. =v 


tol 4 S407 amen. 
. Sinfnll unpreparedaefs will not ex- 
call a inan From guilt, buc uoptepared- 
neſs either finfull or laivfull, wil excuſe 
him from ceteiving, A nepative unpre- / 
patedneſs will excuſe childten and thoſe 
who have utgent and juſt occafions that 
hinder them from receiving ; foro pti- 
vativeunprepiredneſs. He that travelled 
of putpole to avoid the Paſſeover, ſin- 
ned ; not ſo he who had juſt and nece(- 
ſary occaſions to travell, Namb.g.10, tz. 
But be unpreparedneſs negative or priva- 
cive, that man at preſet dughe not £0 
receive, though he fin in bringing a fin- 
full neceſſity of abſtinence upon himſelF. 
None are threatned ſimply for not recei- 
ving, bur all are chreatned in caſe chey 
receive unworthily. 
For furthet explication ad confirma- 
tion, Mr,H. R_—_ thtee Queries. 
1 Qu. Whether the very eating and 
drinking of an unwvorthy Rectiver be dam= 
uation ? He means, Whether it deſerve 


s donation? He anſwers, by diſtin ni bing 


between the alt of receiving, which us good, 
and the wnwortbineſs, which makes the fin 
onely ; and concludes, That hu abſtinence 
from, i a greater fin then his unworthy 


receiving of the Sacrament, &C, Pag.7 


I's 
N 4 nſw, 
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Anſw. 1. Receiving is alwaies a (in| 
in him that is unworthy, 1, Becauſe he 
cannot bat receive unworthily, but that 
a which cannot be abſtraed from (in- I | 
full pravity in dominiop, is neceſſaril 
fin. 2, Becauſe he is chreatned, but God 
threatens for nothing but (in. Eating is 
not in it ſelf a (in, yet for a common per- 
ſon to eat the ſin-offering, was a fin:  S0 
receiving ſimply is no fin, but an unwor- 
thy perſon cannot receive without in, 
There is no finfull at inthe world, but 
notionally you may abſtri finfulneſs 
from it, bur really you cannot when ic | 
comes to be ated ; no more can you from 
an unworthy perſons receiving, which is | 
finfull, xr. 1n the manner. 2. Asprohi- | 
bited co ſuch a perſon iz fats quo, He is 
bound indeed to get worthineſs,and then 
£0 receive: but he is not'bound to receive | 
till he be Evangelically worthy. As a 
naturall man ought firſt to ger grace and 
then aſſurance, but not to ſtudy aſſu- 
rance without grace. 
2+ Abſtinence from the Sacrament ati- | 

ſes out of contempt, or from a grounded | 
evidence and conſciouſneſs of Evange- | 
Iicall unworthineſs. The former is more 
Giafyll then bare receiving ; the latter is 

warran- 
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it humble the man, though bar legally, 
2, If it put him upon care anddiligence 
ro prepare for the nexc Sacrament.” 5 

2 Qu. pag.72. Hu ſecond Ineye i, 
Whether recesving tht Sacrament anwor- 
thily 1s ere damnable thin praying 
and bearing unWorthily? hea 

Anſw, Itis, and chat 1. Becauſe pray- 
ing and hearing are univerſall duties, *F 
mean for all ſorts, be they children, 'di- 
ſtrated, or excommunicated, or othef- 
wiſe 'unworthy , ſo is not receiving'in 
Mr.H. his own judgement. 2, Becaufe 
praying and hearing are means of convet- 
ſion, ſo is not aQnall receiving. His ſu- 
perſtruqure upon the coutrary ſuppoſi- 
tion T omit, ſince that will tumble down 
of it ſelf, the foundation failing, 

3 2. His third Quzre, pag. 74. is, 
Whether an unregenerate man conceiving 
himſelf nat worthy, muſt never come to the 
Sacrament for fear of eating bis damuati- 
on ? The ſumme of bis Anfwer is, That 
upon the ſame ground be muſt alſo abſtain 

rom hearing, ſince he canyot 'but hear ſin- 
fully, and ſo provoke God, &c. 

" Anſwv. 1.' Norſo, unleſs it can be pro- 
ved the Sactainent is'a converting Ordi- 
nance. BOTS 2. Granc 


& \% 


warraneable ? yea commendable,” 1. If 
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.; 2. Grant ſome parts or aQs at the $4- 
crament may- convert, this proves ohely 
9 all may and ought to be preſent, th 
ce and hear Chriſt crucified; but it makſÞ- 
nothing for aQuall receiving, which evet 
makes an unworthy perſort eat datnnati- 
on, and therefore doth not convert him. 
He that hears unworthily may be conyer- 
js. Bog) ſo he that receives unworthily, 
at that time. 
3+ Inthecloſe of this Quzre, He can 
put 0 medium between recerving wnwor- 
thily, and an open refuſing to receive. | 
ſat! therefore help him at a dead lift, 
and intreat ſo much charity of him, as t6 
believe that all abſtainers are not 
refuſers and tramplers upon the blood of 
Chat, no more then he who forbore the 
' Paſſeover being ina journey, or unclean 
was. Yea ſome godly | hours but out of 
fear of unworthineſs, dare not ſometimes 
come ; will he ſay theſe trample upon 
Chriſts blood > Why may not legall con- 
vidtion fright a naturall man, as well as 
a godly man from receiving ? Senſe of 
unworthineſs may prevail upon z Demas 
as well as upon 2 Nathaxacl, and make 
him affraid of the ſignes as well as of the 


thing Ggnified , yet neither of them at 


g 


that 


| #0 the Stccrament. 
GOLD chat time Gke five reumple upon the 

&- blood of the Covenant, but thiak it in- 
finitely coo goed for them, 

Tn his newEdition, pag. $5. he inſerts 
theee pages more for amplikcation of the 
eighth ObjeAion. He takes upon him to 
anſwer x queſtion of his own propay 
ing. His Queſtion is miſty, and his An- 


ly, Grer is io part falſe. The ſumme of his 
| Anſwer is, The alteration 1s made onely in 
i , the ſeal i: the ſame, and what 1s ſealed 
1 is the ſame. 
fr Anſw, Is not here an ent falſity, 
of 20 che latter branch of the Anſwer, 
n'l 2c be will make ſalvation and damna- 
f tion to be one and the ſame thing? IF 
a ſalvation be ſealed to the worthy, dam- 
Þ nation to the unworthy Receivers, then 
f ſurely chough the ſeal bethe ſame, yet 
what is ſealed is not the ſame thing, _ As 
he uſe his own ſimilicude) though the 
: un be the ſame, yet the ſunfhine and the 
| ſhadow, or light and darkneſs are not the 
ſame, bur privative contraries. But no 
wonder if looſe principles produce ſuch 
looſe concluſions. 


Rep. But ſuppoſe a poor ſoul donbts o 
his faith, does at relief to Fl 
uncertain of the Condition ? 

Anſw. 


- 
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* Aſo. Me thinks it doth”; the condlitig 
of the” Covenant m os be conſidered as in 
eſſe, already Wronght in u4,' or in fieri, at 
tobe done or performed of us. The Receiver 
ſeals not neceſſarily to the condition in eſſe, 
bar i in fieri'o ging himſelf for the future 
to believe and obey, &Cc. 

""Anſw. 1. True, the Sacrament may 
bring relief ro a doubting ſoul, who hath 
indeed truth of grace, but doubts of it. 
But what relief can it bring co one that 
doubts groundedly, and hath no grace at 
glf > 7. It cannot convert bim(underſtand 
me ſtill of a&uall receiving) as hath been 
formerly ſhewed. 2. Tt cannot oo_ 
him, unleſs it be in fin, by ſealing jud 
ment to him. For can hebeconfirme 
Brace who hath no graceat all ? 

' 2. Where he faies, The Receiver ſeals 
rior neceſſarily to the condition 5» eſſe, 
but i» fieri, .I anſwer, He ſeals as neceſ- 
moly (in point of duty) to the condition 

neſſe Or de preſenti,as in fieri or de futzro, 
that man who ingapes not to believe 

i A beck plaies the hypocrite in inga- 
ging to believe hereafter. It'is not with 
elicit as with imperate aQs ; in the for- 
mer, he that truly wills them, doth in 
pare perform them , whence m_—_ 
MAxe 
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make a true deſire of faith one degree 0 
faith, and he that in truth deſires an 
reſolves to beleeye hereafter, .may as we 
a&'that reſolution now, ſince faith it { 
as well as the reſolution of faith 1s an : 
of the will. And this M. H. would ſpeak 1 
thoſe words, Page. 86. If he reſalve now far 
the time to come: Without procraſtination to 
Walk according. to the Covenant. Is not: 
faith the firſt ſtep of this walk> He that 
reſolves in truth to, beleeye,cannot but de- 
ſire to beleeve, and the. true deſire gf 
faith, is both Scripturally and by the coh-. 
ſent of Divines one degree of faith. __... 
- Thirdly, _ By the very a& of receiving, 
he ſeals to faith 2 eſſe or de. preſents | 
point of profeſſion ; the very language 91 


- 


his' recevving che Elements is, , I. recetyg. 
Chriſt ſignitied and offered to mein parti; 
cular by them ; "and therefore he that re- 
ceivesthe Elements and doth nor a faith: 
at the ſame inſtant, he playes the hypocrite 
wofully,mocks:God and Chriſt and as the, 
mockers of Chriſt were guilty of his death, 
ſo-1s every unworthy receiver, ho 
 Pag:86. He proceeds.T he faith therefore 
thas ts abſolutely. requiſite to a beleever #8 
»ot Alſace, has conf i, T take +, of theſe 
rm things only,.; 1. An hiſtorical af, ere 

X the 
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the Cofpet;&c. 2. A reſolation to ſubmit fv 
the Government of Chriſt, 8. Let 4 mafÞ! 
then bus belevve bis Creed, and reſolve 1% 
[2 a #6 known fin, that #4 the main,&« 


" Anſw.1. Teaſily grant affurance is na 
abſolutely requifite as a means, but only 
in point of dury (' namely that every one is 
bound to lahour after it,) and in order uni} * 
to.our bend effe or comfort. 2. Againſt e-Þ * 
very Sacrament Chriſtian's bound in an} 1 
efpecial/ manner by foul-ſearching exami- | ' 
nation,to make out his evidence ; andif he | 
have truth 'of grace an rake pains to 
fearch, he will by Gods. grace finde ſo 
much truch in himfelf,as may bring Him to 
fome affent about his goodeſtate; though 
uſually this aſfent be much aſſaulted'and 
weakned with. doubting, for removin 
whereof the Sacrament is an eff af 


help. But 3, Whereas M.H. profefſerh to 
know no other kindes or ingredients of 
faving or juſtifying faith, byronly an hi- 
RKoricall aſſent and a good purpoſe or re- 
ſolution. 1.I muſt celt-tim he is very defe- 
ive on the one hand er amicing the he | 
ciall a& of juſtifying faith,  namety. adhe- | 
rence or leaning upon Cliriſt for juſtifi- | 
cation and falvation, which'is an at of the 
wHl 
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vt twill, not of the underſtanding ; nor will his 
wMbiftorical! faith for kinde £0 beyond the 
faith of hypocrites, yea of devils, [ams.2. 
Þ 19. and will aggravatea mans damnation 
Bf if the faith of adherence follow not upori 
it. 2.T muſt alſo tell him he is as exceſſive 
on the other in miſtaking a good reſolu- 
tion for a conſtitutive part of faith, which 
nf is either an antecedent or a conſequent 
4.8 and effeR of faith, antecedent if it be a L#- 
an gall, confequent if an evangelicall reſo» 
i-f tion. I wiſh M.H. would ftudy fundamen- 
he talls better, before he come to be ſo criti- 
0 B call about ſuperſtruQures. 
mo By his following diſcourſe pag.89. its 
0 8 apparent he ſpeaks ver confuledly about 
hk 8 the fpirituall eftate of a Chriftian. For 
18 1. He ps Prong a man hath not ſaving 
; Y 
þ 
| 


Srace, and yet that atthe ſame time he s 
willing to accept of Chrift,to leave fin and 
yeeld to Chrifts termes, all which are moſt 
precious ſaving graces. Afterwards he 
compares theſe graces to a little 'pold mix- 
cd with much drofle in a lump of Ore, yet 
at laſt concludes God can make grace 'of 
theſe leaſt beginnings, as if at preſent they 


x91 


were not grace till God does as it were 


tranſudſtantiate them and turn our water 
mto wine, By all which its apparent uhe 
man 
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man doth not {ibs confare,and no wonde 
' then if he bring his Reader into a laby 
rinth. Vi 
Objeft.g,+ The Ordinance is polluted if all be ad. 
mitted. The ſumme of his Anſwer 1s, 7 hat® 
the Ordinance us defiled only to the nnWorthy 
receiver, not tothe admitters or joyners, 
Anſwm, ,Though we place no great confidence 
in this Argument, nor believe the preſence 
or ;a(tuall; regeivipg of a wicked perſon 
doth ſimply. defile; either .the Sacrament 
or the communicants, ( as had an unclean 
man.eaten of the Paſſeover, ;ſuppolſing he 
neither touched any.clean perſon, nor any 
part of the Paſſeover but that he ate, thar | 
Ordinance had been Levitically polluted 
only to himſelf ). yet connivance both in ! 
the admitters and. joyners contracts mo- 
rall pollution, as he that ſuffers another to' 
ſin ( where he may and ought to hinder 
him, or at leaſt do his endeavour in order 
therewito\ is partaker of his ſin, Lev.19. 
I7.171m.5.22. n i 
Hu application of Mark.7.15. and of Pe- | 
ters viſc0n to the. Satrament,, 15 ridiculous, 
pag.77. For do we hold that any either 
perſon or meat_.1s ; Levitically unclean ? 
Contra,dares he deny that any perſon, yea 
any meat may be morally unclean, _ 
b 


Pag. 76, 


tothe Sacrament. 


_ yas defiled with fin or occaftons of fin, 
Tit.1.15. That which enters into the 
mouth defiles'not a man Levitically, but 


0-8 morally it may defile him, and that either 
a by hisintemperance or irreligious recet- 
DF ving of it, as eating the forbidden fruit de- 


filed our firſt parents; and he whowhen 
he may hinders not theſe ſins;; 1s hanſelf 
defiled by finfull roleration: | . 

. We believe, as well as himſelf; pag.7g. 
T hat the unworthine(ſe of another ſhould 
not make the true beleever ſeparate from the 
Sacrament. Yetif I know another groſly 
ignorant or prophane, and- do not either 
endeavour to reform or diſcover him, his 
unworthy receiving ſhall be fet upon my 
{core alone, without any prejudice to the 


* F-- other communicants. 

) If it be a priviledge of the Gefpel to 
r have free Ordinaaces, and to. account no 
" © man unclean inthe uſe of them,1b. How 


dares M. H. ſet a ſpiritrall rayl ( as he 

fg: calls it ). aboxt the communien Table, and 
wy thereby refine and ſpiritualize old ſuper ſti- 
tion ( to uſe his own termes, ) by keepypg 
from the Sacrament Children. and diſtra- 
Cted perſons; who have a better right to it 

_ then many prophane ones that his chariry 
can admit, __ yet in one breath accuſe 
O and 
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and condemn us for yr to that 
he allowes in himſelf > Shall perſons nega- 
tively unworthy be ſuſpended, and perſons 
privatively, yea poſitively unworthy be 
admitted ? Let him take heed there be not 


ſomething of the Phariſee and hypocrite 


in his own heart (to apply his own coun- 
ſell to himſelf,) 1. In cenſuring his bre- 
thren, 2. In doing the ſame thing fot 
which he cenfures them. 

P ag.79. But are we not faulty and par- 
take of other mens ſins, if we fs nor our 
beſt to have the leaven purged out? and 
therefore we may not ſay, Am I my bro- 
thers keeper ? Look they to it. 

To this M.H. anſwers, 1. By way of 
conceſſion, and that Wwe muſt tell the Church 
too, ſuppoſing it 14 ina capacity to hear us, 
2. By way of refutation in the ſame pape : 
But I hope it will not follow that in the mean 
time Vee mnſt not receive the Sacrament ,&C." 
It i a plain fallacy ( a dito ſimpliciter ad | 
dictum ſecundum quid)ro think owr coming | 
to the Sacrament With 4 Wicked man u ſin , 
ieſelf, or makes it the ſin, or us more guilty 
of the ſin, becauſe We ought to have admo- 
»iſhea them, and laboxred their excommuni- 
cation. Shall omiſſion of one duty excuſe from 
another ? Becauſe the leaven i not purged 


ont, 


gs ce 
thar he thinks it che Churches duty to 4&- 
mit all the'forementioned perſons, wavinifs 
only the excepuon. 145” 

Contra, We hold that no perſon really: 
tnworthy ought to receive. 2. That's 


10 the Sacrament. 
out ,wuſt there be no lump: This Was, I may 
humbly ſay, 4 too overly ſurpriſe of godly 
M.Burroughs. 

Anſw.x. Would one think that M:H: 
at the ſame inſtant would be guilty of that 
fallacy wherewith he charges us, and with 
che cut-purſe cry ſtop thief, thar himſelf 
might the better eſcape in the croud > Do 
either our principles or profeſlion cry 
down the Sacrament abſolutely becauſe 


*we are againſt mixed Sacraments? Or ate 


we agatnit all mixed Sacraments, becauſe 
we are againſt che mixed receiving of per- 
ſons viſibly naworthy with perſons yiſi- 
bly worthy?Or de xe teach that its ſimply 
a 1in in one viſibly worthy to receive with 
one or divers perlons viſibly unworthy > 
Wherein then do we and M.H. differ 3 
An(w.1.in that he chinks its the duty of 
all Church-members to recetve, be they 
in what ftate they will, never ſo ignorant, 
wicked-and:abominable, 'yea and that vi- 
ſibly roo, excepting only Children, diſtra- 
1 and excommunicated perſons. 2. in 


© 2. perfoit 
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perſon viſibly unworthy ought to be ad- | 
mitted, where there is a juridicall power in 

the Church to ſuſpend them ; which pow- | 
ef 18.de f4&to.in the Presbyterian Churches, Þ 
but lies not in any one Miniſter, or in the #, 
Congregation it ſelf, but in the Presbytery 
of each Congregation, and that either ſo- 
litary or combined. The Elderſhip then 
ſins not- in admitting perſons really un- 
worthy, provided they have evidence of 
their vitible worthinefle : Particular per-' 
{ons ſin not in communicating. with per- 
ſons viſibly unworthy, but only 1n conni- 
ving at their viſible unworthinefſe, by 
neglecting either to admonitſh' and re- 
prove them, & (if that will not do in order 
to their reformation ) by neglecting to 
complain to the Elderſhip of them, that by 
the Churches dealing with them they may 
ejther_be reformed or ſuſpended; and(in 
caſe that will not. do, and need fo require) 
excommunicated. - Let the Reader then 
take notice how guilty M. H..1s of his own 
fallacy, -1n making the Reader beleeve we 
ate-againſt all Sacraments, or againſt all 
mixed Sacraments, becauſe we!judge that 
perſons really unworthy ought not'sz ſta- 
ei guo to receive, ; and perſons viſibly un- 
worthy ſhould-not by the Church be ad- 
mitted to receive, © Second- 


to the Sacrament, 
Secondly, Though omiffion of one du+ 


# ty do not properly excule, yet it may make 
Z one uncapable of another, as a perſon im- - 
& pure neglecting to purifie himſelf,” was at 
Z preſent uncapable of the Paſſeover, and; 
* by proportion a perſon either unable or: 


neglecting to prepare himſelf,is uncapable 
at preſent of the Lords Supper. As for M. 
B urronghs ſurpriſe about this particular, 
I dare not undertake either to charge or 


{ vindicate him, till M. H. produce him fpea- 
| king for himſelf. Yui tartwuit aliquid parte 


inaudita altera,equum licet ſtatnerit haud 
£quu fuerit. 


Are not all ignorant and ſcandalous Rep.2. 


perſons, ſwine and doggs, to be rejected 
and kept from the — and holy things 
of the Sacrament ? 

M.H. in his Anſwer queſtions the termes 
of Doggs and ſwine as too harſh in the gene- 
rall,and thinks unfitneſſe 15 not ajuſt ground 
of excluſion, and that men are not to be dealt 


' Withall as Doggs till juridically cenſured. 


T hat ſcandalous perſons are firſt to be ad- 
moniſhed duely, and then ( if obſtinate ) ex- 
communicated, and that not meerly from the 
Sacrament, but from Chriſtian communion 
31 generall : yet Withall he ſeems doubtfull 
about the degrees of excommunication; and 

| * - 3% leaves 


1 
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leaves much to the Churches Wiſdow 8c. p. 
80,to 82. 

- Anſw.1. Wading the harſh expreſſions 
of Dog $ and Swine, though warrantable Þ 
enough by Scripture ; its then enough for # 
us that ignorant and ſcandalous perſons 
are unfit for the Sacrament, and if M.H. 
exclude Children, &c. becauſe unfit, why 
may not we exclude both ignorant and 
fcandalous perſons upon the ſame ac- 
count,fince the one cannot, the other wall 
not examine themſelves ; or if after a ſort 
they examine, >» cannot approve thems! 

2. ſelves, which 1s both the ſenſe of the word 
and the end of examination; but upon due | 
ſearch will finde the quite contrary, both 9 
being under the power of unbelief, or 3 
wanting the worthineſle of preparation, i 
Rows the laſt may poflibly have the 
worthuneſle of perſon. 

Secondly, Neither ignorant nor ſcan- % 
dalous perſons are juridically ſuſpended. + 
before admonition, and evidence given of Y 
their obſtinacy. 
. 'Thwdly, -While he pleads for excom- 
MURICAtON, he cannot be againſt ſuſpen- 
ſion which-15 an-inferiour degree theredf. 
\- Foutthly, That excommunication ex- 
'Gudes from all Ordinances, is gratis ti- 
| tam 


# 
© « 
| 
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tam as hath been before noted. 
The laſt ObjeRion is from thoſe ſeye- 0hj.10. 

rall Texts that are alledged for a ſepara- 

tion from wicked perſons, pag.$2. 

able *F Here M. H. grants We muſt ſeparate 

 from.Wicked men in their ſins and in regard 

| of common familiarity : but denies that any 


A. A Scripture commands our ſeparation from 
hr them in the Sacrament, unleſſe incaſe of 


excommunication,&c. | 
.  Anſm.1. Suſpenſion being a part of ex- 
communication, in granting ſeparation in 
® + caſe of excommunication, he yeelds the 
-Ns cauſe. | 


ord " Secondly, That Scripture which forbids 
lue us to eat with wicked perſons, forbids us 
oth 8 to receive with them, 1 Cor.5.11.- unleſle 
or # the Sacrament can be received without 
Mn, eating: norisitenough to ſay that place 
he  Afpeaks only of civil and private eating, 

® Ainceeating of the Sacrament is a ſigne of 
n- '* familiarity as well as eating at our own 
d Tables; and where I can without fin avoid 


of it, I may no more eat Sacramentally then 

\ Ccivilly with a ſcandalous perſon. This 
-F\ Church Governours may prevent bydif- 
"| Ccipline,and private Chriſtians by informa- 
BY tion, by wo if they cannot keep away 
ſcandalous finners,theſe laſt may comfort 
O 4 them- 
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themſelves in that they have diſcharged 
their duty, but ought not to run away 
from Chriſt and his Ordinance becauſe'of 
the preſence or partaking of wicked men 
which they cannot hinder. His inſtance of 
conjugall ſociety will not help him, there 
being an expreſſe commandment for that 
in Scripture, 1 Cor.7.13;14. not ſo for 
* mixed communion at the Sacrament with 
perſons viſibly unworthy, if it lye in my 
power to prevent it: And thoughT fin noty 
ſimply in receiving with them; ro which 
private Chriſtians may ſometimes be ne- ' 
ceſſitated ; - yet I ſin if I do not my endea- 
vour to prevent their recetving who are 
viſibly unworthy and will not be refor- 
med by admonition. 
And this may ſerve by way of anſwer 
to his Reply, pag.85. whereby he ampli- 
fies the Objection : And whereas he adds, 
Now it t one thiag to eat at home ( an indif- 
ferent aftion) Where 1 am left to my own ar- 
bitration ; and another to eat at the Sacra- 
ment, Which I am bound unto as a piece of 


Gods ſervice. | 
F anſwer 1.That as cating at'the Sacra- 
ment is a duty, fo natnrall cating 1s a duty, 
which cannot be neglefed without guilr 
of ſelf-murther. 2. As when I can I 
on Ih ; ought 


fo the SACrament. 


ought to avoid eating at my own houſe 
with a ſcandalous perſon, ſo when I can 
( withour fin ) I ought to avoid eating at 
the Sacrament with a ſcandalous perſon. 
3. As I ought not to avoid eatmg with a 
* Þ ſcandalous perſon to endanger my life or 
hat health, ſo ought not with the hazard of 
for my ſpiritual lite and health to avoid Sa- 
ith W cramentall eating with a ſcandalous per- 
ny W fon. 4. As when a ſcandalous perſon 
0UY will obtrude himſelf ro my table, I ought 
ch BW by all lawfull means to exclude him, ſo 


e- © when the ſame perſon will obtrude him- 
a= ſelf upon Gods table, I ought by the uſe 
e of all lawfull means to keep him off, by 


which if T cannot prevail, 1 may without 

Suilt eat with him both at my own table 

r and at the Lords table ; and the fault ſhall 

; lye upon him who had power to exclude 
| him but would not. 

| That an excommnnicated perſon # tobe 

excluded in generall from all Chriſtian 

commuzion,as M.H. would have it, pag.8 5. 

is 1.Falſe doctrine, 2.Bloudy and cruel do- 

&rine, there being nothing in Scripture 

to warrant it,and much '1n the rule of cha- 

rity againſt it : grant an excommunicated 

perſon 15s diſmembred and caſt ont of the 

Church, and that he is to be as an Hea- 

then 


- 
” 
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then and a Publican, you cannot deny hin 
the liberties of one without, or of an Hez. 
then and a Publican; but a Publica 
might come to the Temple to pray, Zak, 
18.10. and an Heathen might come to the 
Church torhear, 1 Cor.14.24. Further, 
fince excommunication it ſelf is medic-| 
cinall, why ſhould ic not be backt with 
paublike and private exhortations, I Cox, 
5.5-and 2 Cer.2.6. and 2 Theſ.3.6,14,15, 
Can it be imagined that his baniſhment 
from, will do him more good then his pre- 
ſence at publike Ordinances > And this 
the more ſtrong againſt M. H. who pag, 
16. apples 2 Theſ.3.6,14. to the cafe of 
excommunication ; and if perſons excom- 
municated muſt be admoniſhed as Bre& 
thren,whyſhould they be debarred of pre- 
ſence at he Word preached, onegreat part 
whereof 1s admonition, eſpecially of the 
unruly, 1Theſ.5.14. As 20.31. Col.1. 
28. And certainly if admonition in ge- 
nerall be an Ordinance, yet applicableto 
ſons excommunicated, is it not then as 
clear as the Sunne, that excommunication \ 
.doth not barre a perſon.from all commu 
nion or from all Ordinances ? the contra- 
ry to which notwithſtanding is one of 
M.H. his new Lights, p.85. 
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But 


to the Sarrament. 
Burtwhy ſhould I ſhun an excommuni- 


cated perſon more ih civil then in ſacred 


ſociery? Compare I Cor.5.11. and 2 The. 


.13,14. | 
, Anſw.1. Becauſe in moſt parts of ſacred 


«-& ſociety there is not that mutuall familiari- 


which is ſo great a teſtimony of per- 
Fnall has perſons >= often 
meet at Ordinances, and yet not ſo much 
as know one the other. 2.There is farre 
more necellity of facred rhen of civill ſo- 
ciery,whether in way of duty or of means. 
Excommunication excuſeth not ifrom du- 
ty, though it make a perſon uncapable of 
ſome priviledges;nor can anothersexcom- 
munication excommunicate me either 
from duty or priviledge. Gods children 
muſt preſent themſelves before God 
though Satan himſelf come in among 
them, /ob 1.6. and 2.1. | 

As for thoſe places, Jer.15.19. and 
1 Tim.5.22. Though they reach not the 
caſe of the Sacrament immediatly and in 
termes, yet they come home to it in a di- 
rect and naturall conſequence, fince it 
concerns Miniſters to ſeparate the pre- 
cious from the vile practically as well as 
doctrinally, in the Sacrament as well as in 
other Ordinances: And certaitly, they 
who 
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who have power to excommunicatefrbm 
all Ordinances (as Mr. H. teaches) have, 
much more. power to excommunicate' 
from ſome: and if partiall or graduall 
Excommunication be an offence, ſure its 
anerrour on the right hand ; better of- 
fend in too much lenity then ſeverity, 
They who have power to deprive of all 
priviledges, have power to deprive of 
ſome, and he that may caſt a perſon our 
of the Church, may turn-him out of 
the Chancell, as Mr. Humphrey elſewhere. 
phraſes it. 
| From arguing he falls to wiſhing, p.86. 
Let us ſee whether he be better $Kill'd 
4 in the Optative- then:in the Indicative 
4 Mood, . 
q 1, Hs firſt Wiſh 1s for a Government 
eſtablifhed tn the Church, the neereſt in 
Chriſtian prudence to the Word of God, 
. ' Au. Sir,Your defire is granted in ſome 
parts of the Nation ; and had it not been 
ina great meaſure for the negligence of 
too'many Miniſters, and refraQorineſs of 
moſt people, the Government you wiſh 
for, might long ere this have been ſettled 
all the Nationover. - 
2, His ſecond wiſh is,' That the duty of 
' fraternal correption, inſbef@ion, and atlme- 


QiY £4 nition, 
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" nition, were bitter known and prattsſed 


” amongſt #6. | 

bs, Anſw. I can beartily ſay Amen tothis 
F wiſh alſo: and hope he will not be trou- 
; | Þledthatthis wiſhis in part granted alſo; 
: and in particular, that himſelf is in'ghis 
" Þ diſcourſe made an obje& of fraternall 
1 | correption. He thar values admonition, 
e | isinafair way to be mended by adfnoni= 

tion. il |. 40 

: 3. His third wiſh is, 7 hat men would 
. || 00k, more into their own conſciences, 'and 


leave the judging of others ſpirits, hearts, 
, and reynes, alone to"the judgement ſeat of 
| Chriſt: | 
_ Auſc Awexcellent wiſh; and had ic 
been as well practiſed as wiſhed by Mer. Z. 
he would not have been fo harſh a cenſu- 
- rer of his brethren, 'as this Plea for free 
admiffion proves him. :J 
4-.-His fourth wiſh is, That though +... 
there may be ſome. juaging by the fruws, ye Arou- 
T hat Wiſe and religious men would be more menuative 
cautions of conntenancing theſe ſeparations pou harh 
in the vifible Church ; ſeeing upon the ſame 2* 30” 
ground. that you go to0 gather a Church out 
of hu mixt Congregation, another Will ga» 
thit a ſeparation ont of your Church, and 
/03n.infmitum, &c. 2.4 | 
wy Anſw, 
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Anſ/w, 1 ſee a good heart is better the 
a wiſe head. - Could we wiſh better, ar 
diſpace leſs, how ſoon ſhould we cloſe ig 
a good agreement? How happy: bad 
been for E»zleng, if godly perſons ha 
nog conncenanced ſeparation? But whe 
ther Mr. H. his Doftrine or our practice 
have occaſioned it, let the world judpe, 
Had nox ſinful] mixtures brought ns to a 
Chaos, this ſpirit of ſeparation had not 
probably been hatchr in che hearts of 
| Gods Nazarites. A prudent and pious 
' ſeparation had prevented theſe fooliſh 
|and finfull ſeparations. The more Mr.H. 
and others turn Church-levellers, and 
lay all common, the more carefull had 
we necd be of our propriety and inclo- 
ſures., Weeds may be tolerated in a Wil- 
derneſs or Common, bur are intolerable | 
in Chriſts incloſed Garden, Cazt. 4.12. it 
leaſt weeds in this Garden cannot expet 
all the priviledges of good herbs, How 
juſtly may be at laſt be lookt at as a weed 
by our great Husbandman, who contrary 
to.rule and office will checiſh weeds-in 
Paradiſe, where he is ſet by God corill ©, 
it, and co keep it. ea 
 _ I have donewith Mr. Hamphryey, Bur 
icruple be- | 
fore 


muſt indeavour to ſatisfie one 


s þ 


| hos - 
tothe SA ament. 


fore { ſhake hands with my Reader. 
Obje. Do you think all-are ignorant 

or ſcandalous, who refuſe triall hefore 

'rhe Elderſhip? If not, how can you 


deny them yr Sacrament? 
Anſw. God forbid. Yet firſt, obſtinate 
Refuſers give too much occaſion of ſuſ- 
pition Mn one of the former kinds. : 
= 2. Whatever any may pretend againſt 


| the Government, whar is that to the 
of giving an account of their faith or hope 
to any ſhall ask it, 1 Pez.3.15. eſpecially 
iſt upon juſt grounds. | 
3. Do not they ſuſpend themſelves, 
nd B whowill keep from the Sacrament rather 
ad WY then ſubmic co a duty ſo eafie, righteous, 
edifying, and honourable? 
; 4+ Whatever may be done by way of 
le extraordinary diſpenſation (where there 
* FF is very good evidence of ſufficient know- 
> ledge and true piety) yet ſuch confider 
WB notwhat a gap they open to ſhake, if not 
d break, the whole frame of Government. 
Yy Who will not pretend conſcience to ſcape 
an } triall when ſuch ill preſidents ſhall ſtand 
Il '* upon record for rules ? [And whether 
'} ſome few truly godly perſons or rhe 
whole Church ſhould ſuffer, I leave ic 
co 
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to their judgement who underſtand hoy 


much the- Whole is to be preferred befo1 


divers parts. Let_us not {tady to pleak 
our ſelves, bur ſeek thoſe things which 
tend to peaceand edifying, Yet if aqy 
man ſeem to be contentious, we have ng 
ſuch cuſtome, neither the Churches 9 
God, 1 Cor.11.16, 


Deo gloria; Eccleſia pax & Reformatiq, 
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